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Chapter 1

INTRODUCTION

The quality and effectiveness of American education have once again
become a critical national issue. The National Commission on Excellence in
Education (1983), appointed by Secretary of Education T. H. Bell, decried
the "rising tide of mediocrity" in public education. The prestigious
TVentieth Century Fund (1983) asserted that American public schools are in
trouble. 'Ate National Task Force on Education for Economic Growth (1983),
consisting of forty-one eminent leaders from state government and the
corporate world, concluded that declining standards in public schools
undermine both this country's efforts to sustain economic recovery and our
competitive economic position internationally.

Recent studies of American high schools echo the message of such
commissions, if not the tone. They argue that the basic structure of the
American high school has not changed in nearly a century and no longer
serves its purpose well (Sizer, 1984). While our schools have adjusted to
a host of new demands in the last twenty-five years, a large gap remains
between school achievement and the type of education students need in order
to meet the demands of a technological society (Boyer, 1983). Students
engage in a relatively narrow range of classronom activities and become
more interegted in personal and vocational goals and less interested in the
intellectual goals of school as they get older (Goodlad, 1983).

Such studies have received and will continue to receive much publicity.
Regretably, the analyses and conclusions rest on relatively small samples
of schools. The longitudinal study, High School and Beyond (HMIS),
sponsored by the'Center for Statistics, is an excellent resource for a
systematic examination of the current state of secondary schooling. It is
the first national longitudinal sample of students that encompasses the
bulk of the high school years, allowing analysis of the dynamics of
cognitive growth and social development. Since this data base provides
information on administrative practices and policy, on curriculum and
requirements, and on student outcomes, a thorough investigation of models
of the process of schooling and of causal relationships between school and
student characteristics is possible.

A. STUDY RATIONALE AND ISSUES TO BE DISCUSSED

This report is the second of two technical reports produced by
Educational Testing Service as part of the Study of Excellence in High
Shcoul Education. These two studies are: (1) a cross-sectional analysis
comparing 1972 high school seniors and their schools with 1980 high school
seniors and their schools, and (2) a longitudinal analysis relating growth
and development of 1980 high school sophomores to their schooling
exiierience over the period 1980-1982.
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The longitudinal study has four major objectives: (1) to document
changes in student achievement, attitudes, behaviors and values between
the sophomore and senior years in high school, (2) to identify the school-
related and student-related variables that affected changes in student
outcomes, (3) to understand how these variables and the interaction among
them affect the quality of high school education, and (4) to present this
information to educational policymakers in a way chat will illuminate and
assist their decision-making and lead to excellence in high school
education. We define excellence in higa school education as providing
an effective education for the student body being served. Thus,

excellence can be defined as an optimum interaction between school
variables and student variables. This interaction, in turn, is largely
the result of policy decisions. Policy decisions made on the basis of

good data, appropriately analyzed, are fundamental for the creation of
an excellent educational system.

The basic issues addressed in this report concern the identification
of school and student factors that affect student outcomes. The major

focus, however, is on those variables that can be changed through
educational policy rather than on predetermined school characteristics.
The major issues are:

1. How did the American high school student change between the
sophomore and senior years?

o Changes in cognitive achievement.

o Changes in educational and occupational aspirations.

o Changes in school-related behaviors.

o Changes in attitudes and values.

2. What factors accounted for changes in high school student outcomes?

o Demographic characteristics of students--socioeconomic
status, race/ethnicity, etc.

o Manipulable student variables--attitudes, education and
work aspirations, study habits, deportment.

o Manipulable school variables--course content exposure, teacher
quality, school procedures, curriculum offerings, minimum
competency requirements, discipline, school climate, etc.

o Availability of educational support systems in home and community.

3. How did changes in the cognitive achievement and attitudes of
high school dropouts differ from those of teenagers who chose to
stay in high school?

12



B. RELEVANCE OF STUDY FINDINGS FOR EDUCATION POLICY AND PRACTICE

In 1983, eight major studies reported on the status of American
ducation (National Commission on Excellence in Education, 1983; Twentieth
Century Fund, 1983; Education Commission of the States, Task Force on
Education for Economic Growth, 1983; College Entrance Examination
bard, 1983; The Carnegie Corporation, 1983; Sizer, 1984; Boyer, 1983;
6 Goodlad, 1983). These studies sounded a common theme: the American
educational system is in trouble. The National Commission report issued
the strongest indictsent of the system, stating that the average graduate
of our schools and colleges today is not as well-educated as "the average
graduate of 25 or 35 years ago, when a much smaller proportion of our
population completed high school and college" (National Commission,
p. 11).

The challenge raised by the national commissions, educators,
parents and citizens is to achieve excellence in education. Excel-
lence can mean several related things and can be applied to the individual
learner, a school or college, or to the society at large. The search for
excellence must not take place at the expense of a commitment to equitable
treatment of diverse student populations. In the words of the National
Commission on Excellence in Education, "our goal must be to develop the
talents of all to their fullest." Therefore, a ,ritical set of analyses
in this study will address the broad questions: "What school processes
and school-related behaviors are related to cognitive growth?" "Are
'effective' schools equally effective for all students?" and "Do particular
school programs impact differentially on different types of students?"

Our research questions and hypotheses, listed in the following
section, are designed to identify educational practices that appear to be
important for educational excellence. Using the 1980-82 longitudinal
data, we can answer a number of specific policy questions. What are the
characteristics of high.schools that have been especially successful in
edhancing the achievement of particular groups of students, such as
minorities? Are there particular school and/or non-school conditions
that are related to students' decisions to take advanced mathematics
and science courses? Do these relationships differ when students are
grouped by gender or by race? Does the amount of coursework in specific
content areas (e.g., mathematics, science or social studies) lead to
greeter gains in achievement?

C. RESEARCH QUESTIONS

The following questions will be addressed in the analysis.

1. Descriptive Longitudinal Analysis (Changes in high school students
and their schools from their sophomore to senior years--1980 to 1982)

a. How and how much did students' test scores change during their
last two years of high school? Do these changes vary across
groups of students, type of school, region, and curriculum? Are
these changes consistent across test content areas?

13
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b. How much and how did students' self-reported grades change
between their sophomore and senior years? Are these changes

consistent across type of student, type of school, region

and curriculum?

c. How much and hov did students' educational and occupational

aspirations change during the last two years in high school?
Are these &tinges consistent across type of student and

curriculum?

d. How much and how did students' behaviors, attitudes, and values

change between their sophomore and senior years?

e. What kinds of learning and other school experiences did stu-

,dents have during the last two years of high school? How

does this vary by type of student, school, region, and curriculum

characteristics?

f. How did dropout rates vary by school and by individual character-

istics?

2. Relational Longitudinal Analysis

a. How do student demographic variables interact with test score

change?

b. How do school processes interact with test score change?

c. How do student behaviors, attitudes and values relate to test

score change?

d. What factors relate to changes in student attitudes, behaviors

and values?

e. What variables relate to in-school/dropout status of students?

f. How does the decision to drop out of school affect test

score change?

D. RELATING THE STUDY TO PAST RESEARCH

For nearly twenty years sociologists of education have focused

their research on how the quantity and quality of schooling condition

and shape a broad range of cognitive, affective, and behavioral outcomes

influencing the educational performance and attainment of students.

Initial efforts concentrated on allocating the variance in outcomes

between institutional and individual characteristics in an effort to

isolate or provide quantitative estimates of the degree to which school

resources and facilities had an effect on academic outcomes. Studies

with similar research designs and specifications have appeared in several

14
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disciplines. Sociologists have concentrated on school climates or
context (Alexander & Eckland, 1975, 1977; Alwin & Otto, 1977; Anderson,
1982; Hauser, 1969; Heyns, 1978; Jencks et al., 1972; McDill & Rigsby,
1973) while economists have produced input-output studies or production
functions (Brown & Saks, 1975; Cohen & Millman, 1975; Glassman & Biniaminov,
1981; Hanushek, 1979; Murnane, 1980; Summers & Wolfe, 1979). Common to
both disciplines, however, is the use of large-scale survey research and
the finding that differences between schools had only a modest impact on
student achievement, once socioeconomic background and ability were
controlled (Bridge et al., 1979; Coleman et al., 1966; Heyns, 1978;
Jencks et al., 1972; Mosteller & Moynihan, 1972).

Such studies have been criticized as treating schooling as a "black box"
phenomenon. By focusing on the relatively narrow range of institutional
variation observed between schools and employing nonexperimental methods to
deduce causal factors, analyses of school effects have been severely handi-
capped in identifying the characteristics of schools that promote student
achievement. Moreover, given the dominant role of individual variation
in outcomes, school effects research could not address the question of what
sorts of schools were best for what sorts of students; studies typically
looked only for the uniform impact of specific schools on all students.

In an effort to overcome the deficiencies in such research, recent
analyses have adopted diverse strategies. Researchers have tried to
identify the salient features of "effective" schools, and have used
several techniques to define and isolate effective schools (Brookover et
al., 1983; Cohen, 1982; D'Amico, 1982; Edmonds, 1979, 1982; Klitgaard &
Hall, 1973; MacKenzie, 1983; Madaus et al., 1980; Murnane, 1980; Odden &
Webb, 1983; Wynne, 1981). Particular attention has been uevoted to those
schools that have been able to raise achievement levels among minority
and disadvantaged populations and to those school characteristics that
are manipulable by policy change. A common strategy has been to distinguish
explicitly the within-school processes from those operating between
schools, and to shift from a macro-institutional to a micro-institutional
approach. A growing empirical literature exists on the impact of classroom
interaction patterns, teachers, principals, tracking, instructional
quality, and time on task, as well as numerous descriptive ethnographic
and case studies designed to explore and explain the effects of school
organization on the processes of teaching and learning that influence
student outcomes. A new movement, the school improvement movement, emerged
from these research activities.

A different set of issues was raised in 1981 when Colenan and his
associates released the first major analysis of the 1980 HS&B data
(Coleman et al., 1981). Focusing on the differential impact of school
sector, they reported that high school seniors in Catholic high schools
in 1980 scored higher than their public school counterparts, after con-
trolling for differences in family background. The researchers attributed
the better performance of students in Catholic schools to factors related
to the more favorable disciplinary climate and quality of instruction in
these schools and used these findings to suggest that public policy should
encourage an expanded role for private education in the United States.
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Many members of the research community challenged both their

methodology and their policy implications. (See for example, Braddock,

1981; Murnane, 1981; Goldberger & Cain, 1982; and Cain & Goldberger,

1983). As a result, nearly all of the reanalyses of the 1980 HS&B data

and much of the current analysis of the first-year follow-up data have

been directed toward proving or disproving the finding of Coleman and his

colleagues that Catholic schools do a better job than private schools

(Noell, 1982; Peng et al., 1982; Alexander & Pallas, 1983; Willms, 1983,

1984; and Hoffer, Greeley, & Coleman, 1984). Their original research

question, "Do private schools bring about higher achievement in basic

cognitive skills for comparable students?" has driven policy debate and

fashioned the research agenda for the last four yeare.

The research questions examined in this report are broader than

those examined by Colemen and his associates. By asking which components

of the educational process impact on achievement gain, school sector

becomes only one of the variables considered. However, because our

research question is broadly stated, it is difficult to draw narrow

policy conclusions and recommendations. In addition, since large-scale

survey research instruments limit the number and type of variables for

which data are available, we cannot, like the school effectiveness

research, identify specific school policies and practices that have been

particularly effective in enhancing student performance. Rather, we must

be content with drawing policy implications from those school process

variables and school-related behaviors that we found to be important for

achievement gain.

E. REPORT OVERVIEW

The remainder of this report is divided into 13 chapters. Chapter 2

describes the tests, questionnaires and other instruments used in the

study and the methodology employed to analyze these data. The sample and

background and family characteristics of the students are described in

Chapter 3. Chapter 4 examines the student body characteristics, resources,

and policies and practices of the high schools that the students atteried,

while Chapter 5 describes the courses that students took during their

high school years. Changes in tested achievement, grades, and life skills

between the sophomore and senior years are analyzed in Chapter 6, and

changes in student attitudes, plans and behaviors during this same period

are covered in Chapter 7. Chapter 8 is an analysis of students who dropped

out of school before graduation. Chapter 9 examines the determinants of gain

at the individual level and the impact that dropping out of high school has

on achievement. Chapter 10 uses additional metholodogy to examine the effect

of leaving school on gains. A school level analysis of the determinants

of gain is presented in Chapter 11. In Chapter 12 a multilevel analysis

of school effects is presented using empirical Baysian methods. The

final chapter summarizes the results of this longitudinal study, relates

these findings to those of the cross-sectional analysis, and presents

policy implications.
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Chapter 2

INSTRUMENTATION AND METHODOLOGY

This chapter presents a brief description of the test battery and the
questionnaires that were analyzed. In addition an outline of the methodology

of the descriptive and longitudinal analysis are Presented.

A. INSTRUMENTATION

1, 1980 Sophomore Cohort Tests Battery

The basic academic skill tests (Vocabulary, Reading and Mathematics)
were retained from the 1972 and 1980 senior cohort batteries with some changes
at the item level and in the lengths of the tests, and three short conventional
achievement tests were added. These measures were as follows:

o Science - Twenty items measuring knowledge of general science, biology,
chemistry, physics, and the scientific method. Each multiple choice
item has a stem and five options. Time--10 minutes

o Writing - Seventeen multiple choice items testing use of capitalization
and punctuation, form, and style concerns. Each item has four options.
Time--10 minutes

o Civics Education - Ten multiple choice items covering graph reading (1),
American history (2), American government (3), and miscellaneous current
issues requiring inferential reasoning (4). Each item has four options.
Time--5 minutes

The number of items in the 1980 sophomore cohort test battery and the
time allowed are as follows:

Vocabulary

Reading

Mathematics

Part 1

Part 2

Science

Writing

Civics Education

21 items

20 items

28 items

10 items

20 items

17 items

10 items

7 minutes

15 minutes

16 minutes

5 minutes

10 minutes

10 minutes

5 minutes

Total time -- 68 minutes
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The 1982 senior cohort battery was simply a reprinting of the
1980 Sophomore Test Battelry, with changes only on the cover. A more
complete discussion of the development of the tests along with their
accompanying psychometric data may be found in Rock et al. (1985a).

2. Questionnaire Instrumentation

The High School and Beyond base year sophomore cohort sample received
a sophomore base year student questionnaire in the spring of 1980. Two

years later (spring 1982) those sophomores who were still in school
received a followup student questionnaire. Those individuals who dropped
out before the spring of 1982 received a dropout questionnaire. School

administrators in each sample school received a school questionnaire
1980 and in 1982.

The base year and follow-up questionnaire for the in-school students
showed many common items enabling one to examine changes in attitudes and
behaviors over the two-year span. In addition to the common items
certain items were unique to the base year questionnaire while others
only appeared in the senior questionnaire.

General areas that were covered in the base year and follow-up student
questionnaires included:

o Demographics - age, sex, race, socioeconomic status (SES), region
of the country, community type, number of siblings, and household
structure.

o Home educational support system parents' education and occupation,
number of study aids in the home, parents' involvement and role in
student's education, mother's educational aspiration for offspring,
and mothers working.

o Student school behaviors and attitudes - grades and honors, taken
and passed minimum competency tests, amount of homework, participa-
tion in school extracurricular activities, courses taken, attendance,
deportment, absenteeism, educational aspirations, perception of
performance, teacher interest, disciplinary practices and academic
emphasis.

o Student attitudes toward self and society - self-esteem, locus of
control, perception of women's roles, and importance of selected societal
values.

o Other student behaviors - amount of TV watching, employment, non-
school learning experiences, participation in community youth

groups, church groups, outside reading, and self-perception of
knowledge in various life skills areas.

The dropout questionnatre covered many of the above areas with the ex-

ception of most of the school behaviors and school-related attitudes present

18
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in the senior questionnaire. Specific areas that were unique to the dropout

questionnaire included: (1) reasons for leaving school, (2) present
work/training activities, (3) when the dropout left high school, and
(4) whether the decision to leave school was a good one.

The school questionnaire included the following areas:

o School characteristics - school type, entrance requirements,
e.g., use of a test, school SES, school size, racial/ethnic
composition of student and teachers, student absenteeism and
dropout rate, percent of students with special educational needs,
and percent of students who are college-bound.

o School resources - staff resources include student/teacher ratios,
percent of teachers with advanced degrees, and teacher turnover
rate. Curriculum -esources include the number of courses offered,
availability of remediation and special programs. Other resources
are length of school year,and per pupil expenditures.

o School policies and practices - use of abilit7 grouping, use
of minimum competency tests, college preparatory requirements.

o School climate - school goals, extent of disciplinary problems,
number of disciplinary rules, perce.mt of teachers who are strict/
permissive.

3. Transcripts

In addition to the information from bbth the student and school
questionnaires, approximately 15,500 grade transcripts were obtained.
The courses were listed by Carnegie units along with grades.

B. METHODOLOGY

This section describes che methodology for the longitudinal compari-
sons at both the descriptive and relational level. The descriptive
analysis not only documents changes in student achievement, background,
behavior and attitude and in their schools, but it also provides for the
identification of critical process variables for use in the longitudinal
relational analysis.

The classification variables and subcategories used in this analysis
are shown below. The classification variables are defined in Appendix A.

1. .Sex--male and female;

2. Socioeconomic level--high, middle, and low;

3. Race/Ethnicity--White, Black, Asian-American, American Indian,
Mexican American, Puerto Rican, and Other Hispanics;
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4. Type of School--Public, private, and catholic;

5. Geographic Regions--Northeast, North-Central, South, and West;

6. Curriculum Type--Academic, general, and vocational; and

7. Community Type--Urban, suburban/small city, and rural.

For each continuous outcome variable, we provide an introductory
descriptive analysis table showing the 1980 mean and standard deviation for
that variable, for sophomores who stayed in school and sophomores who dropped
out by each of the first seven classification variables. We also present
tables of 1980-1982 mean gains (losses) for selected outcomes for the stayers
and dropouts separately by the seven classification variables. For categorical
outcome variables the tables show the percentage choosing each option. For
some outcome variables, we provide additional descriptive analyses showing
1980-1982 changes categorized in three-way tables which include sex by
curriculum, socioeconomic status by race, socioeconomic status by school type,
socioeconomic status by geographic region, socioeconomic status by curriculum,
and socioeconomic status by community type.

An asterisk on a number in the column "1982-1980 difference" indicates
that the difference between means is statistically significant at the .05
level or less (2-tailed test). The standard errors used in the statistical
tests of difference between tabled means used the panel design effect correction
(deft) of 1.80. This correction was based on the average of the panel design
defts across subgroups. The deft used in the statistical teste of proportions
was 1.30. The deft used in the statistical tests in the regression analysis
was 2.0. This deft can be considered quite conservative since there is
evidence in the sampling literature that the standard errors in regression
analysis may not need correction. Since many of the policy statements in
Chapter 13 lean heavily on the regression results of Chapter 9, it was felt
that it would be best to err on the conservative side.

The column labeled "effect size" is the difference between means
divided by the pooled standard deviation. The one exception to this
approach is that when comparing 1980-1982 test score change the pretest
standard deviation is used rather than the pooled standard deviation.
This measure of effect size is scaled in terms of standard deviation
units, and since it is independent of sample size, it allows one to make
rough comparisons of the relative magnitude of changes across populations
and/or in outcome variables having different metrics. Limitations to the
validity of this type of comparison when comparing gains across different
groups who have been subjected to different educational treatments are
discussed in the test gain chapter.

What can one say about whether an effect size is small, moderate, or
large? Cohen (1969) suggests that comparisons of treatments in the social
sciences frequently yield effect sizes of .20 and below while very few
ever yield effect sizes as large as .80 and above. Similarly, Smith and
Glass (1977) report average effect sizes of .68 in treatment-control
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comparisons. It should be pointed out here that these notions about what
is a small, moderate, or large effect are for the most part gathered from
enpirical data where the comparison is between a group receiving a formal
intervention and a nontreated control group, or alternatively a group
receiving what is believed to be an inferior treatment.

Considering the context of the 1980-1982 comparison of gains (losses),
the following categories of effect sizes will be used in succeediag inter-
pretations. A statistically significant effect between 10% and 20% of a
pooled standard deviation will be considered a small but practically signif-
icant effect. Effect sizes of 21% to 50% of a standard deviation will be
considered to be moderate-sized effects while 51% of a standard deviation
and larger will be considered large effects.

1. Descriptivnalysis

The descriptive analysis is targeted toward answering four major
questions:

a. What were the demographic characteristics of the 1980 sophomore
cohort, and how did students who stayed in school differ from those
who dropped out?

In Chapter 3 we describe the 1980 base year sophomore cohort
and 1982 senior samples and compare those who dropped out with
those who stayed in school. We show changes in the percentage
of males and females, the percentage of students in each racial/
ethnic category, the percentage of students enrolled in different
curricula, the socioeconomic background of students,and the community
type and region of the country in which they reside.

b. What were the policies, practices, and school climates that
prevailed from 1980-1982?

Analysis including descriptors of student body characteristics,
which includes absenteeism, dropout rates, percentage of college-
bound students, staff characteristics, school standards,and
climates and students' evaluations of their school experiences
are presented by selected classification variables in Chapter 4.

c. How much did tested achievement, school grades, and actual life
skills change between 1980-1982?

In Chapter 6, summary statistics for the mean test score changes
are presented in IRT scaled units, which are on the same scale
as the original tests, and in effect size scaled units for
dropouts and school stayers. (The IRT scaling is explained in
Rock et al., 1985a.) Also included are changes in variances
(standard deviations) over time. These variance changes could
hint at changes in the educational process and/or possible
shifts in those populations that achieve the senior year in
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school. A decrease in variances might indicate an increased
allocation of resources to programs intended to bring up

the lower achieving students. Information on self-reported
grades and life skill outcomes are also included.

d. How much did Sehaviors, attitudes, etc., change for various
groups of students and schools?

Changes in homework, extracurricular activities, attitudes
toward school, educational and occupational aspirations, self-
esteem, and life/work goals are presented in Chapter 7 using

the seven major classification variables. When the dependent

variables are on a quantitative scale, means and standard
deviations are presented. Scaled effect sizes are presented

where there is a comparison of two means. When the data is

naminal, tables show cell, row, and column marginal percentages

and frequencies.

2. Relational Analysis

The relational analysis is primarily concqrned with answering two

broad questions.

The first question deals with the identification of the determinants

of change in individual achievement, personal development, and plans for

the future. The second question has to do with the estimation ok the net

effects of two years of achooling on these outcomes. This latter question

involves a comparison of individuals who continued in school from their

sophomore to senior years with a group of individuals who dropped out in

their sophomore year. Since motivation to learn is both unmeasured (at

least directly) and confounded with treatment, it would appear that this

estimate of the effect of two years of schooling may be an upper-bound

estimate.

We will deal with the determinants of change first. We used the

following general approaches to the problem of identifying the deter-

minants of change. At the individual level potential determinants of

change were evaluated using a modified path analysis approach. Path

models sere run separately for sex and racial/ethnic groups in order to

identify which educational process and/or hame-background variables

appeared to work differently for subgroups. A "value-added" analysis was

run comparing school "stayers" with school dropouts in order to estimate

the impact of schooling on changes in achievement. The relative robust-

ness of the "value-added" analysis was evaluated using an alternative

methodology that incorporated both matching and covariance procedures.

At the school level a block regression analysis was carried out in

order to estimate the unique contributions of the school process block

on change in tested achievement. Once having partitioned the change

variance by blocks, the next step was to identify the important variables
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within each block. Correlation between individual variables and the
covariate composite (structure coefficients) were estimated to provide
information on the importance of individual variables.

An additional schou. level analysis was carried out to explain between-
school differences with respect to within-school regressions of individual
outputs on inputs (e.g., mathematics achievement as a senior regressed on
science achievement as a sophomore) from school descriptive characteristics.
The school variables included school aggregate bcores as well as other
types of descriptors. Empirical Bayes procedures were used to arrive at
stable within-school regression estimates.
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Chapter 3

THE SAMPLE AND STUDENT BACKGROUND CHARACTERISTICS

This chapter describes the 1980 sophomore cohort sample and background
characteristics.

A. THE SAMPLE

The 1980 High School and Beyond sophomore base year smnple consisted
of a highly stratified national probability sample of over 1100 secondary
schools as the first stage units of selection. In the second stage, 36
sophomores were selected per school (in schools with fewer than 36, all
eligible students were included). Several strata were included in the
sample with probabilities higher then their occurrence in the population
to allow for study of certain types of schools or students. These
over-sampled strata included:

o Hispanics, with probabilities of selection to ensure a sufficient
number of Cuban, Puerto Rican, and Mexican students for separate
alalysis.

o Catholic schools with high proportions of Black students.

o Public alternative schools.

o Private schools with high-achieving students.

The first two columns of Table 3-1 present the sample numbers and
weighted numbers for the base year sophomore cohort, not including those
that later transferred to other schools or became "early graduates." The
next four columns further partition this population into that part that
stayed in school and that part that dropped out. The last four columns
partition the total surveyed first year follow-up of the base year
sophomores into seniors in school and dropouts. These numbers do not
include transfers or early graduates. These populations are somewhat
larger than those numbers shown in columns one through six since the
response rate was higher for the 1982 survey. In addition to the total
numbers the sample sizes are also shown for selected demographic sub-
populations.

Table 3-2 shows the same partitions as Table 3-1, in terms of
percentages. A comparison of the percentages based In sample numbers
with those based on the weighted numbers (for all sophomores) indicates
the relative over-sampling of Hispanics and Catholic schools. A compari-
son of the demographics of sophomores that stayed in school, not including
transfers with 1982 seniors also not including transfers, shows much the
same pattern of percentages with the exception of curriculum type. This
discrepancy is probably due to differences in the points of time at which
the information on curriculum was collected.
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Table 3-1

NUMBER OF CASES BY COHORT GROUPS

TUTAL

SEX:
MALE
FkMALE
NO DATA

SES:
LOW
MOUE
HIGH
NO OAFA

RACE:
WHIM
BLACK
ASIAN-AMERICAN
AMEHICAS INDIAN
MEXICAN-AMERICAN
PUERTO RICAN
CThER HISPANIC
NO UATA

SCHCOL FYPE:
PUBLIC
PRIVATE
CATHOLIC
NO DATA

GEOGRAOHI6 REGION:
NORTHEAST
ACRTH CENTRAL
SOUTH
WEST
NU DATA

CURRICULUm:
GENERAL
ACAOEMIC
VOLATIONAL
NG uAIA

COMMUNITY IYPE:
URdAN
SUBuRBAN
RURAL
AG 4AIA

SOPHUMuAES
----------

SAMPLE
N

25228

12512
12716

0

6128
11827
6173
11U0

17945
3420
329
260
1922
335
921
96

2213o
724

2168
0

544$
7332
8021
4432

0

11093
8589
4999
548

5436
11.395
1397

0

ALL SOPHOMORES
STAYEDMM
SAMPLE

N

22807

11250
11557

0

5150
10893
5928
836

16524
2996
311

202
1636
263
801
74

19809
694

2304
0

5041
6744
1054
3968

0

9414
8298
4259
436

4723
11408
6676

0

WHO
IN SCHOOL

SOPHOMORES
DROPPED

----------------

SAMPLE
N

2421

1262
1159

0

978
934
245
264

1421
424
18
58

286
72

120
22

2327
30
64
0

402
588
967
464

0

1279
291
739
112

713
987
721
0

WHO
OUT

1982
SENIORS
---------

WEIGHTED
N

2774417

1388709
1385707

0

532141
1256729
658567
326980

2150750
346437
35950
24741
108982
26421
70878
10257

2496223
81637
196557

0

666271
805400
859362
443383

0

916263
1084730
755703
17721

544344
1359508
870565

0

WEIGHTED
N

3317330

1674776
1642554

0

787575
1590559
791580
147616

2532645
436196
34738
33855
145500
36406
45683
12307

3022283
92637

202409
0

123707
949103
t102719
541802

0

1493878
1056742
695135
71515

678697
1579153
1059480

0

WEIGHTED
N

2801849

1398359
1403490

0

.594118
1383989
730133
93608

2182554
352989
32240
24460
109282
25104
67525
7695

2528444
78935
194470

0

638538
825377
895609
442325

0

1217051
992325
5::;t1;

534939
1365005
901905

0

WEIGHTED
N

515481

276417
239064

0

193457
206570

151:::

350091
03207
2497
9395
36218
11302
18158
4612

493840
13702
7939

0

85169
123726
207109
99477

0

276827
64417
152411
21826

143759
214148
157575

C

SAMPLE
N

24017

11898
12119

0

4953
10546
5706
2812

17216
3189
348

114
304
893
95

20913
762

2342
0

5558
6976
7235
4248

0

7927
9629
6301
160

5139
11985
6893

0

1982
DROPOUTS

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
N N

2289 515481

1188 276417
1101 239064

0 0

882 130907

835 1:Mg
In 200251

TO 315213232

141913

14828
38910

50
292

1371178
112 17949

3 609

2204 497183
30 13051
55 5247
0 0

V:
97006
126824

886 184285
438 107366

0 0

1138 18492:t:

big 100712
245 182110

681 156133
917 212306
691 147042

0 0



Table 3-2

PERCENTAGE OF CASES BY DEMOGRAPHICS AND COHORT GROUPS

ALL SOPHOMORES WHO SOPHOMORES WHO
SOPHOMORES STAYED IN SCHOOL DROPPED OUT......1111MmIMMUIP.MOD

...MM.WM.1011111.110100411, 411M.OFM.

1982

SENIORS
MMIMINOMMWM11....410

1982
OROPOUTS

sone WEIGHTED SAMPLE WEIGHTED SAMPLE WEIGHTED SAMPLE WEIGHTED SAMPLE WEIGHTED

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

49.6 50.5 44.3 49.9 52.1 53.6 49.5 50.1 51.9 53.6ALE 50.4 49.5 50.7 50.1 47.9 46.4 50.5 49.9 48.1 46.4UATA 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 o.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

24.3 23.7 22.6 21.2 40.4 37.5 20.6 19.2 30.5 25.4DLE 46.9 47.9 47.8 49.4 38.6 40.1 43.9 45.3 36.5 27.611 24.5 23.9 26.0 26.1 10.1 11.9 23.8 23.7 8.9 eaDATA 4.4 4.4 3.7 3.3 10.9 10.5 11.7 11.8 16.1 38.8

Ii 71.1 76.3 72.5 71.9 58.7 67.9 71.7 77.5 58.1 67.1:K 13.6 13.1 13.1 12.6 17.5 16.1 13.3 12.5 17.9 15.9 t.41NAMERICAN 1.3 1.0 1.4 1.2 0.7 0.5 1.4 1.3 0.6 0.3IICAN INUIAN 1.0 1.0 0.9 0.9 2.4 1.8 0.9 0.9 2.2 2.9ICANAMERICAN 7.6 4.4 7.2 3.9 11.8 7.0 7.3 3.9 12.8 7.5ITO RICAN 1.3 1.1 1.2 0.9 3.0 2.2 1.3 1.0 3.4 2.7IR HISPANIC 3.7 2.6 3.5 2.4 5.0 3.5 3.7 2.6 4.9 3.5IATA 0.4 0.4 0.3 0.3 0.9 0.9 0.4 0.4 0.1 0.1
TYPES
,IC 87.7 91.1 86.9 90.2 96.1 95.8 87.1 90.0 96.3 96.5PATE 2.9 2.8 3.0 2.8 1.2 2.7 3.2 2.9 1.3 2.5IOLIC 9.4 6.1 10.1 6.9 2.6 1.5 9.8 7.1 2.4 1.0IATA 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
MIC REGIONS
HEAST 21.6 21.8 22.1 22.8 16.6 16.5 23.1 24.0 17.7 18.8H CENTRAL 29.1 26.6 29.6 29.5 24.3 24.0 29.0 29.0 24.4 24.6N 31.8 33.2 30.9 32.0 39.9 40.2 30.1 31.0 38.7 35.817.6 16.3 17.4 15.8 19.2 19.3 17.7 16.0 19.1 20.8ATA 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
LUMt
RAL 44.0 45.0 43.0 43.4 52.8 53.7 33.0 33.0 49.7 36.8ENIC 34.0 31.9 36.4 35.4 12.0 12.5 40.1 39.1 10.8 8.3TIONAL 19.8 21.0 18.7 19.4 30.5 29.6 26.2 27.2 28.8 19.5ATA 2.2 2.2 1.9 1.8 4.6 4.2 0.7 0.6 10.7 35.3
TY TYPES
1 21.5 20.5 20.7 19.1 29.5 27.9 21.4 19.6 29.8 30.3MAN 49.1 47.6 50.0 48.7 40.8 41.5 49.9 49.0 40.1 41.229.3 31.9 29.3 32.2 29.8 30.6 28.7 31.4 30.2 28.5STA 0.0. 0.0 0.0 000 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

27



-18-

Table 3-3 shows the number of cases in the panel data base. This

population includes only those individuals who remained in the same

school and were surveyed as both sophomores and seniors. Table 3-4 shows

the parallel breakouts in terms of percentages. What is of interest here

is how similar the panel demographics are to the parallel non-panel data.

Inspection of the corresponding "all sophomore" columns in Tables 3-2 and

3-4 shows that there is little difference in the demographic makeup of

the panel and non-panel sample. The only difference (albeit slight) is

in the percent of "no data" responses to the race question. The panel

data resolved the Hispanic racial classification by classifying students

as Hispanic if they responded as Hispanics in the base year or they were

nonresponses" and then subsequently reported themselves as Hispanic or

as being Black and Hispanic as seniors. A more detailed description of

the ethnic group definitions is presented in Appendix B.

Inspection of Table 3-4, the panel data in terms of percentages,

suggests that the "dropouts" tend to be overrepresented by individuals

who may be characterized by one or more of the following demographics--

lower socioeconomic class, Black or Hispanic, attend public schools in

urban areas in the South or West, and report being in the general or

vocational curriculum. There are proportionately fewer dropouts in the

Catholic schools than either the public ar the private, non-Catholic

schools. Among the larger ethnic groups there seems to be a propor-

tionately greater number of Hispanic students dropping out than either

Black or White students.

To summarize, it is estimated that there were about 3.8 million

sophomores enrolled in United States schools in spring 1980. This study

is based on the 2.8 million who remained in the same school through

spring 1982 and the 0.5 million who dropped out of school by spring 1982.

It does not include the approximately 0.5 million 1980 sophomores who

either transferred to another school between those two dates or who

graduated early.

B. STUDENT BACKGROUND AND FAMILY INFLUENCES

This section contains information about the students' background and

family. It covers students' age, limiting physical conditions, years

lived in the United States, early learning experiences, frequency of

changing schools, being kept back in school, and integration in schools

before entering high school. It also covers household structure, number

of siblings, years that parents lived in the United States, parental

occupation and education, maternal employment, parental monitoring of

student's educational progress, parental involvement in the schools, and

the availability of non-school learning and study aids in the home.

In the tables in this and succeeding chapters, the sample sizes vary

due to differential response rates for the various questionnaire items.
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Table 3-3

NUMBER OF CASES IN LONGITUDINAL SAMPLE

1980
SOPHOMORES

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
N N

1982
SENIORS

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
N N

1982
DROPOUTS

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
N N

TOTAL 24139 3334056 21991 2818;75 2148 515481

SEX:
P4LE 11897 1683212 10785 1406795 1112 276417FEMALE 12242 1650844 11206 1411780 1036 239064NO DATA 0 0 0 0 0 0

SES:
LOW 5835 790686 4953 594897 882 195790MIDDLE 11381 1607951 10546 1399792 835 208159HIGH 5910 792008 5706 731768 204 60239NO DATA 1013 143411 786 92118 227 51293

RACE:
WHITE 17256 2554881 15984 2199253 1272 355628BLACK 3254 439438 2876 356024 378 83414ASIAN-AMERICAN 313 34752 300 32761 13 1991AMERICAN INDIAN 239 33365 194 24725 45 8640MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1841 145308 1576 109050 265 36258PUERTO RICAN 317 36322 249 24802 68 11519OTHER HISPANIC 880 85541 775 67888 105 17653NO DATA 39 4450 37 4071 2 379

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 21129 3035506 19064 2542996 2065 492510PRIVATE 705 95091 676 79846 29 15245CATHOLIC 2305 203459 2251 195733 54 7726NO DATA 0 0 0 0 0 0

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5231 729384 4864 641514 367 87872NORTH CENTRAL 7047 959734 6518 834584 529 125150SOUTH 7678 1108458 6831 905073 847 203385WEST 4183 536479 3778 437404 405 99075NO DATA 0 0 0 0 0 0

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 8496 1236425 7208 927308 1288 309117ACADEMIC 9159 1161037 9000 1120697 159 40340VOCATIONAL 6304 910931 5647 754006 657 156925NO DATA 180 25662 136 16563 44 9099

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 5145 673361 4529 535046 616 138315SUBURBAN 11825 1578992 10958 1367598 e_7 211394RURAL 7169 1081703 6504 915931 665 165772NO DATA 0 0 0 0 0 0
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Table 3-4

PERCENTAGES OF CASES IN LONGITLWINAL SAMPLE

1980
SOPHOMORES

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
N N

1982
SENIORS

-----------------

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
N N

1982
DROPOUTS

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
N N

TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

SEX:
MALE 49.3 50.5 49.0 49.9 51.8 53.6

FEMALE 50.7 49.5 51.0 50.1 48.2 46.4

NU DATA 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

SES:
LOW 24.2 23.7 22.5 21.1 41.1 38.0

MIDDLE 47.1 48.2 48.0 49.7 38.9 40.4

HIGH 24.5 23.8 25.9 26.0 9.5 11.7

NO UATA 4.2 4.3 3.6 3.3 10.6 10.0

RACE:
WHITE 71.5 76.6 72.7 78.0 59.2 69.0

BLACK 13.5 13.2 13.1 12.6 17.6 16.2

ASIAN-AMERICAN 1.3 1.0 1.4 1.2 0.6 0.4

AMERICAN INUIAN 1.0 1.0 0.9 0.9 2.1 1.7

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 7.6 4.4 7.2 3.9 12.3 7.0

PUERTO RICAN 1.3 1.1 1.1 0.9 3.2 2.2

OTHER HISPANIC 3.6 2.6 3.5 2.4 4.9 3.4

NO DATA 0.2 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.1

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 87.5 91.0 86.7 90.2 96.1 95.5

PRIVATE 2.9 2.9 3.1 2.8 1.4 3.0

CATHOLIC 9.5 6.1 10.2 6.9 2.5 1.5

NO DATA 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 21.7 21.9 22.1 22.8 17.1 17.0

NORTH CENTRAL 29.2 28.8 29.6 29.6 24.6 24.3

SOUTH 31.8 33.2 31.1 32.1 39.4 39.5

WEST 17.3 16.1 17.2 15.5 18.9 19.2

NO DATA 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 43.8 45.0 42.9 43.3 53.0 53.9

ACADEMIC 34.3 31.9 36.6 35.5 11.5 12.2

VOCATIONAL 19.7 20.9 18.6 19.4 30.7 29.4

NU DATA 2.1 2.2 1.9 1.7 4.8 4.5

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 21.3 20.2 20.6 19.0 28.7 26.8

SUBURBAN 49.0 47.4 49.8 48.5 40.4 41.0

RURAL 29.7 32.4 29.6 32.5 31.0 32.2

NO DATA 0.0 0.0'. 23 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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1 . Ase

As can be seen in Table 3-5, the average age of the sophomores in
1980 was 15.56 years. Sophomores who stayed in school until the senior
follow-up were slightly younger (15.50), while sophomores who later became
dropouts were significantly older (15.95). Females were somewhat younger
than males, low SES students and minorities tended to be somewhat older
than middle and high SES students and Whites.

2. Limiting Physical Conditions

The students were asked if they had a physical condition that limits
work on a job or chances for more education. In 1980, 8.3 percent of the
scilhomores indicated that this was the case. There was a significant
difference (see Table 3-6) between sophomores who stayed in school (7.6
percent Teplied yes) and those who became dropouts (12.4 percent replied
yes). Public schools had more students with physical limitations than did
private and Catholic schools. This question was repeated in 1982 (see
Table 3-7). At that time 8.1 percent of the seniors reported having a
limiting condition. This is a small but statistically significant increase
in the occurrence of physical limitations among these students between their
sophomore and senior years. The increase was significant for high SES
students, Whites, and academic curriculum students.

3. Years in the United States

The students were asked in 1980 how much of their lives they had spent
in the United States. The results are shown in Table 3-8. The scale ranges
from 1 = 1 to 5 years to 4 = all or almost all of my life. As can be seen,
the typical student spent most of her/his life in the United States.
However, sophomores who later became dropouts had spent less of their lives
in the United States than sophomores who remained in school. Asian-American
students had, on the average, spent less time in the United States than any
other racial/ethnic group.

4. Early Learning

Two questions were asked about early learning opportunities: (1) if
someone at home read to the student as a preschooler, and (2) whether or not
the student attended kindergarten.

The responses to the question about being read to are summarized in
Table 3-9. The scale ranges from 1 = never to 5 = every day. The mean
of 3.80 indicates that the typical sophomore was read to as a preschooler
three or four times a month (or about once a week). Students who later
became dropouts reported being read to less often than students who
remained in school. High SES students, females, Whites, private school
students, and students in the academic curriculum reported being read to
more often as preschoolers than did other students.



ALL SOPHOMORES

Table 3-5
AGE

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980

SOPHOMORES
NNO STAYED IN SCHOOL
UNTIL SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SOPHOMORES
WHO DROPPED OUT

BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAM NTO
N MEAN S.D.

SAMP
N

NTD
N MEAN S.D.

SAMP
N

NTD
N MEAN S.D.

DROPOUTS
MINUS
STAYERS

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 23463 3087 15.56 0.7 21346 2630 15.50 0.6 2117 457 15.95 0.9 0.45* 0.71

SEX:
MALE 11407 1529 15.64 0.7 10342 1291 15.56 0.6 1065 238 16.05 0.9 0.49* 0.73

FEMALE 12056 1559 15.49 0.6 11004 1339 15.43 0.6 1052 220 15.84 0.8 0.41* 0.68

SES:
LON 5606 719 15.70 0.8 4721 542 15.60 0.7 885 177 16.03 0.9 0.44* 0.60

MIDDLE 11227 1516 15.53 0.6 10375 1324 15.48 0.6 852 192 15.85 0.8 0.37* 0.62

HIGH 5923 760 15.47 0.6 5695 702 15.43 0.5 228 58 15.97 0.8 0.53* 0.95

RACE:
WHITE 17064 2410 15.52 0.6 15767 2086 15.47 0.6 1297 324 15.86 0.8 0.39% 0.67

BLACK 2957 374 15.71 0.8 2617 307 15.60 0.8 340 66 16.22 0.9 0.62* 0.80

ASIAN-AMERICAN 316 33 15.66 1.0 299 31 15.60 0.9 17 2 16.47 1.5 0.86 0.94

AMERICAN INDIAN 237 31 15.83 0.8 187 23 15.65 0.7 50 8 16.32 1.0 0.67* cm
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1695 125 15.73 0.8 1459 95 15.63 0.7 236 30 16.06 1.0 0.43* 0.55

PUERTO RICAN 297 32 15.68 0.9 235 22 15.46 0.7 62 10 16.19 0.9 0.72* 0.94

OTHER HISPANIC 833 76 15.64 0.7 727 60 15.56 0.6 106 16 15.94 0.8 0.37* 0.56

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 20507 2801 15.58 0.7 18475 2365 15.51 0.6 2032 436 15.95 0.9 0.44* 0.68

PRIVATE 703 89 15.51 0.6 674 76 15.41 0.6 29 13 16.04 0.8 0.63 1.08

CATHOLIC 2253 197 15.38 0.5 2197 189 15.37 0.5 56 8 15.85 0.8 0.49* 0.94

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5207 691 15.50 0.7 4848 615 15.43 0.6 359 77 16.07 1.0 0.64* 1.05

NORTH CENTRAL 6751 880 15.56 0.6 6251 773 15.52 0.6 500 108 15.87 0.8 0.35* 0.57

SOUTH 7280 997 15.63 0.7 6437 815 15.54 0.7 843 181 16.03 0.9 0.49* 0.71

NEST 4225 519 15.53 0.7 3810 427 15.47 0.6 415 92 15.80 0.8 0.33* 0.52

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 10316 1388 15.59 0.7 9166 1139 15.52 0.6 1150 249 15.90 0.8 0.37* 0.58

ACADEMIC 8244 1018 15.44 0.6 7977 958 15.41 0.5 267 61 15.85 0.8 0.44* 0.80

VOCATIONAL 4446 621 15.69 0.8 3536 491 15.59 0.7 610 130 16.07 0.9 0.48* 0.67

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4919 616 15.62 0.7 4320 492 15.52 0.6 599 123 15.99 0.9 0.47* 0.68

SUBURBAN 11596 1473 15.52 0.6 10722 1282 15.46 0.6 874 190 15.89 0.8 0.43* 0.70

RURAL 6948 999 15.60 0.7 6304 855 15.53 0.6 644 144 15.99 0.8 0.46* 0.71

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSAMS 31



Tab le 3-'6

DO YOU HAVE A PHYSICAL CONDITION THAT LIMITS WORK ON A JOB OR CHANCES FOR MORE EDUCATION?
(PERCENT YES(

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980

SAPP
N

ALL SOPHOMORES

NTO
N PERCENT

SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

UNTIL SENIOR FOLLONUP

SAPP NTO
N N PERCENT

SOPHOMORES
NHO DROPPED OUT

BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAPP WTD
N N PERCENT

DROPOUTS
MINUS
STAYERS

TOTAL 23422 3091 8.3 21297 2631 7.6 2125 460 12.4 4.8*
SEX:

MALE 11410 1534 9.4 10325 1293 8.4 1085 241 14.3 5.9*FEMALE 12012 1556 7.2 10972 1338 6.7 1040 218 10.2 3.5*
SES:

LOW 5636 727 11.5 4746 549 10.6 890 178 14.3 3.7*MIDDLE 11161 1510 7.2 10307 1317 6.9 854 193 9.6 2.7HIGH 5912 759 6.4 5683 701 5.7 229 56 14.3 8.5*
RACE:

WHITE 16967 2398 7.0 15681 2077 6.4 1286 321 11.1 4.7*BLACK 3019 385 12.4 2662 315 11.9 357 69 14.4 2.4ASIAN-AMERICAN 311 33 12.2 294 31 12.9 17 2 2.8 -10.1AMERICAN INDIAN 228 30 15.3 180 22 15.8 48 8 13.7 -2.1MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1693 128 11.1 1455 97 10.5 238 31 12.8 2.3PUERTO RICAN 306 33 18.4 242 23 14.6 64 10 26.9 12.3OTHER HISPANIC 839 77 13.6 733 61 11.6 106 16 21.5 9.9
SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 20505 2808 8.6 18463 2369 7.8 2042 439 12.7 4.8*PRIVATE 688 88 5.7 660 75 5.1 28 13 8.9 3.7CATHOLIC 2229 195 4.9 2174 187 5.0 55 7 0.5 -4.5
GEOGRAPHIC REGION:

NORTHEAST 5206 692 7.3 4839 615 6.4 367 78 14.8 8.4*NORTH CENTRAL 6683 871 7.8 6186 764 7.4 497 107 10.7 3.3SOUTH 7359 1014 8.9 6502 830 8.5 857 184 10.9 2.4WEST 4174 513 9.1 3770 4E3 7.8 404 91 15.2 7.4*
CURRICULUM:

GENERAL 10261 1386 8.1 9114 1136 7.6 1147 251 10.4 2.9*ACADEMIC am 1014 5.6 7947 955 5.3 263 59 10.7 5.3*VOCATIONAL

connumny TYPE%

4508 632 12.2 3577 499 11.3 631 133 15.9 4.7*

URBAN 4896 616 9.2 4285 491 7.8 610 125 14.7 6.9*SUBURBAN 11590 1476 7.5 10719 1285 6.9 871 191 11.4 4.5*RURAL 6937 998 8.9 6293 854 8.5 644 144 11.6 3.2

NOTE: WEIGHTED N TS IWTHOUSANDS
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Table 3-7

DO YOU HAVE A PHYSICAL CONDITION THAT LIMITS MORK ON A JOB OR CHANCES FOR MORE EDUCATION?

(PERCENT YES)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SANPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES 1982-1980

WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL 1982 SENIORS DIFFERENCE

PERCENT PERCENT DIFFERENCE

TOTAL 18364 2371933 7.3 8.1 0.7*

SEX:
MALE 8687 1143067 8.1 9.0 0.8

FEMALE 9677 1228866 6.6 7.2 0.6

SES:
UDM 3865 468984 10.2 10.3 0.2

MIDDLE 9010 1201920 6.8 7.5 0.7

HIGH 5068 650867 5.7 7.3 1.5*

RACE:
WHITE 13998 1928628 6.4 7.4 1.1*

BLACK 2034 246098 11.7 11.6 -0.1

ASIAN-AMERICAN 247 26754 12.9 10.2 -2.7

AMERICAN INDIAN 138 17792 14.3 11.0 -3.3

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1095 76794 10.6 9.2 -1.4

PUERTO RICAN 200 19161 10.9 10.7 -0.2

OTHER HISPANIC 630 54084 10.1 10.2 0.1

SCHOOL TYPE:
.PUBLIC 15793 2129043 7.6 8.3 0.7

PRIVATE 606 70179 4.7 7.6 3.0

CATHOLIC 1965 172711 5.2 5.8 0.6

GEOGRAPHIC REGIOM
NORTHEAST 4409 583155 :,.3 7.2 0.9

NORTH CENTRAL 5540 718584 7.4 8.0 0.6

SOUTH 5265 695544 8.0 9.1 1.2

NEST 3150 374650 7.6 7.5 -0.0

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 5880 766160 8.3 9.3 1.1

ACADEMIC 7915 987466 5.2 6.7 1.5*

VOCATIONAL 4476 606358 9.5 8.7 -0.7

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3564 426395 7.3 7.7 0.4

SUBURBAN 9281 1154172 6.7 7.6 0.9

RURAL 5519 791365 8.3 9.0 0.7
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Table 3-8
HOW MUCH OF YOUR LIFE HAVE YOU SPENT IN THE UNITED STATES?

11=1 TO 5 YEARS; 4=ALL OR ALMOST ALL)

ALL SOPHOMORES

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980

SOPHOMORES SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL WHO OPOPPED OUT

UNTIL SENIOR FOLLOWUP BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP
N

WTO
N MEAN S.D.

SAMP
N

STD
N MEAN S.D.

SAMP
N

WID
N MEAN S.D.

DROPOUTS
MINUS
STAYERS

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 24889 3271 3.90 0.4 22553 2773 3.91 0.4 2334 498 3.86 0.5 -0.06* -0.13,

SEX:
MALE 12292 1643 3.91 0.4 11084 1379 3.92 0.4 1208 264 3.86 0.5 -0.06 -0.15FEMALE 12597 1628 3.90 0.4 11469 1394 3.91 0.4 1128 234 3.86 0.5 -0.05 -0.11

SES:
LOW 6046 777 3.86 0.5 5094 saa 3.87 0.5 952 189 3.84 0.6 -0.03 -0.06MIDDLE 11725 1579 3.93 0.4 10805 1375 3.93 0.4 920 205 3.89 0.5 -0.04 -0.12HIGH 6140 788 3.92 0.4 5896 727 3.92 0.4 244 61 3.86 0.5 -0.06 -0.15

RACE:
WHITE 17785 2509 3.95 0.3 16402 2167 3.95 0.3 1384 342 3.93 0.4 -0.02 -0.08BLACK 3318 422 3.86 0.5 2921 344 3.87 0.5 397 78 3.83 0.5 -0.04 -0.07ASIAN-AMERICAN 325 34 2.83 1.3 307 32 2.84 1.3 18 2 2.63 1.1 -0.22 -0.17AMERICAN INDIAN 256 33 3.86 0.5 201 24 3.89 0.4 55 9 3.75 0.7 -0.14 -0.29MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1881 143 3.78 0.7 1601 107 3.81 0.6 280 35 3.68 0.8 -0.13 -0.20PUERTO RICAN 329 36 3.53 0.9 261 25 3.57 0.8 60 11 3.43 1.0 -0.13 -0.15OTHER HISPANIC 910 85 3.63 0.8 793 67 3.68 0.8 117 18 3.46 1.0 -0.22 -0.27

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 21825 2978 3.90 0.4 19578 2501 3.91 0.4 2247 477 3.86 0.5 -0.05* -0.12PRIVATE 719 91 3.87 0.5 691 79 3.88 0.5 28 13 3.76 0.7 -0.13 -0.27CATHOLIC 2345 202 3.93 0.4 2284 194 3.93 0.4 61 8 3.91 0.4 -0.02 -0.06

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORINEAST 5392 715 3.89 0.5 5002 633 3.90 0.5 390 82 3.86 0.5 -0.03 -0.07NORTH CENTRAL 7202 932 3.95 0.3 6643 814 3.96 0.3 559 118 3.91 0.4 -0.05 -0.17SOUTH 7917 1088 3.89 0.4 6981 888 3.90 0.4 936 200 3.85 0.5 -0.05 -0.11NEST 4378 536 3.86 0.5 3927 439 3.87 0.5 451 97 3.80 0.7 -0.07 -0.14

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 10971 1477 3.92 0.4 9722 1206 3.92 0.4 1249 270 3.90 0.4 -0.02 -0.06ACADEMIC 8525 1050 3.90 0.4 8243 987 3.91 0.4 282 63 3.74 0.8 -0.17 -0.38VOCATIONAL 4885 679 3.88 0.5 4181 534 3.89 0.5 704 145 3.84 0.6 -0.05 -0.11

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 5295 659 3.83 0.6 4626 524 3.84 0.6 669 135 3.79 0.7 -0.05 -0.08SUBURBAN 12253 1560 3.91 0.4 11293 1353 3.92 0.4 960 207 3.86 0.5 -0.06 -0.14RURAL 7341 1052 3.95 0.3 6634 896 3.95 0.3 707 155 3.92 0.4 -0.04 -0.12

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN WOUSIDOS
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Tab le 3-9

DID ANYONE AT HOME READ TO YOU WHEN YOU WERE YOUNG BEFORE YOU STARTED SCHOOL?
(1=NEVER) 5=EVERY DAY)

ALL SOPHOMORES

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980'

SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

UNTIL SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SOPHOMORES
WHO DROPPED OUT

BEFORE SENIOR FOLLDWUP

SAMP
N

MTD
N MEAN S.D.

SAMP
N

WTD
N MEAN S.D.

SAMP
N

WTD
N MEAN S.D.

DROPOUTS
MINUS
STAYERS

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 15228 2010 3.80 1.1 14021 1745 3.82 1.1 1207 266 3.67 1.3 -0.16 -0.14

SEX:
MALE 7334 980 3.58 1.2 6718 842 3.61 1.1 616 138 3.44 1.4 -0.16 -0.14

FEMALE 7894 1031 4.01 1.0 7303 903 4.02 1.0 591 127 3.91 1.2 -0.12 -0.12

SES:
LON 3042 394 3.44 1.3 2578 300 3.46 1.3 464 94 3.35 1.3 -0.11 -0.09

MIDDLE 7418 1006 3.83 1.1 6885 883 3.83 1.0 533 123 3.82 1.3 -0.01 -0.01

HIGH 4463 573 4.03 0.9 4307 534 4.03 0.9 156 40 4.07 1.2 0.04 0.04

RACE:
NHITE 11544 1617 3.87 1.0 10787 1426 3.88 1.0 757 191 3.76 1.3 -0.12 -0.12

BLACK 1746 218 3.66 1.3 1541 179 3.71 1.2 205 39 3.47 1.4 -0.24 -0.19

ASIAN-AHERICAN 167 17 3.58 1.3 163 16 3.56 1.3 4 1 4.22 1.1 0.67 0.52

AMERICAN INDIAN 153 20 3.29 1.4 124 16 3.31 1.3 29 5 3.23 1.5 -0.08 -0.06

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 918 69 3.25 1.4 790 53 3.21 1.4 128 16 3.38 1.5 0.17 0.12

PUERTO RICAN 160 18 3.13 1.4 134 13 3.07 1.4 26 4 3.33 1.2 0.26 0.18

OTHER HISPANIC 508 48 3.58 1.3 454 39 3.64 1.2 54 9 3.34 1.3 -0.30 -0.23

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 13208 1816 3.79 1.1 12040 1559 3.81 1.1 1168 257 3.66 1.3 -0.16 -0.14

PRIVATE 547 65 3.97 1.0 534 59 3.97 1.0 13 6 4.01 0.9 0.04 0.04

CATHOLIC 1473 130 3.86 1.0 1447 127 3.86 1.0 26 2 3.89 0.6 0.03 0.03

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 3374 447 3.87 1.1 3195 409 3.87 1.1 179 38 3.79 1.3 -0.08 -0.07

NORTH CENTRAL 4479 578 3.80 1.1 4193 519 3.82 1.0 286 59 3.56 1.3 -0.26 -0.25

swim 4582 630 3.77 1.1 4097 522 3.79 1.1 485 108 3.71 1.3 -0.08 -0.07

WEST 2793 356 3.78 1.2 2536 295 3.82 1.1 257 61 3.62 1.3 -0.20 -0.17

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6347 861 3.74 1.1 5711 719 3.76 1.1 636 142 3.64 1.3 -0.12 -0.11

ACADEMIC 5933 739 3.97 1.0 5766 700 3.96 1.0 167 39 4.06 1.1 0.09 0.09

VOCATIONAL 2703 377 3.65 1.2 2348 302 3.68 1.2 355 75 3.57 1.4 -0.11 -0.09

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3032 382 3.78 1.2 2686 312 3.79 1.1 346 70 3.70 1.3 -0.10 -0.08

SUBURBAN 7727 983 3.83 1.1 7235 873 3.85 1.0 492 110 3.63 1.4 -0.23 -0.21

RURAL 4469 646 3.78 1.1 4100 560 3.79 1.1 369 86 3.69 1.3 -0.10 -0.09

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANDS 3 5
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As can be seen in Table 3-10, 85.3 percent of the sophomores reported
that they attended kindergarten. This includes 87.0 percent of the
students who remained in school but only 76.1 percent of the dropouts, a
significant difference. High SES students, Whites, students in nonpublic
schools, students in the academic curriculum, and students living outside
of the South were more likely to have attended kindergarten than other
groups of students.

5. Changing Schools

The sophomores were asked how many times since fifth grade they had
changed schools because the family had moved. The results are summarized in
Table 3-11. The scale ranges from 0 = never to 3 = 3 or more. The mean for
all sophomores was 0.59 moves. However, students who later became dropouts
had averaged 1.09 moves while those who remained in school averaged only .50
moves, a large difference. Minority,-students averaged mare moves than
Whites.

6. Repeating a Grade

In 1982 the seniors were asked if, before high school, they had ever
repeated a grade or been held back a term in school. The results are shown
in Table 3-12. As can be seen, 13.3 percent of the seniors had repeated a
grade. Repeating was more common among males than females, minorities than
Whites, public and private school students than Catholic school students,
and students in the general and vocational curricula.

7. Integration in Schools before High School

The students were asked in 1980 to indicate the approximate number of
Black and of Hispanic students in their classes in first, sixth, and ninth
grade. The results are summarized in Table 3-13. More detailed tables may
be found in Appendix C. The scale used ranges from 1 = none to 5 = all.

Table 3-13

Blacks in

All
Sophomores

Sophomores Who
Stayed in School

Sophomores Who
Dropped Out

1st grade 1.72 1.69 1.91
6th grade 1.84 1.80 2.04
9th grade 2.05 2.02 2.26

Hispanics in

1st grade 1.51 1.48 1.65
6th grade 1.61 1.58 1.78
9th grade 1.81 1.79 1.93



Table 3-10
DID YOU 60 TO KINJERGARTEN BEFORE YOU STARTED THE FIRST GRADE?

(PERCENT YES)

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980

SAMP
14

ALL SOPHOMORES

NTD
N PERCENT

SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL
UNTIL SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP WTO
N 14 PERCENT

SOPHOMORES
WHO DROPPED OUT

BEFORE SEN/OR FOLLOWUP

SAMP WTO
N N PERCENT

DROPOUTS
MINUS

STAYERS

TOTAL 25057 3293 85.3 22679 2787 87.0 2378 506 76.1 -10.9*

SEX:
MALE 12392 1657 85.2 11161 ma 86.7 1231 270 77.2 -9.5*

FEMALE 12665 1635 85.4 11518 1399 87.2 1147 236 74.8 -12.4*

SES:
LOW 6082 782 74.8 5117 590 76.6 965 191 69.1 -7.5*

MIDDLE 11771 1582 86.2 10848 1379 87.3 923 204 78.9 -8.3*

HIGH 6140 787 94.5 5903 727 95.3 237 60 85.7 -9.5*

RACE:
WHITE 17857 2519 86.3 16452 2173 88.1 1405 345 75.1 -12.9*

BLACK 3383 430 82.2 2967 349 82.5 416 81 81.2 -1.3

ASIAN-AMERICAN 328 35 81.5 311 32 81.4 17 2 83.1 1.6

AMERICAN INDIAN 256 33 78.0 200 24 80.5 56 9 71.4 -9.1

MEXICAN-AMERICA.1 1903 143 80.0 1622 los 82.4 281 36 72.5 -9.9*

PUERTO RICAN 330 36 84.3 259 25 88.3 71 11 75.4 -12.9

0THER HISPANIC 908 84 84.1 794 67 86.4 114 17 75.4 -11.0*

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 21977 2999 84.6 19691 2514 86.3 2286 485 75.7 -10.6*

PRIVATE 718 91 89.3 689 78 90.5 29 13 81.9 -8.6

CATHOLIC 2362 202 94.4 2299 194 94.5 63 a 90.8 -3.7

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5412 720 91.3 5015 636 92.1 397 84 85.3 -6.8*

NORTH CENTRAL 7299 944 93.8 6720 823 94.6 579 122 88.5 -6.1*

SOUTH 7950 2093 72.3 7003 889 73.7 947 204 61.2 -12.4*

NEST 4396 536 90.6 3941 439 92.1 455 97 83.7 -8.4*

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 11040 1487 84.2 9771 1212 86.1 1269 275 76.3 -9.8*

ACADEMIC 8548 1052 89.6 8264 989 90.6 284 63 72.8 -17.9*

VOCATIONAL 4945 687 81.3 4226 538 82.6 719 148 76.5 -6.1*

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 5380 670 86.8 4685 531 88.4 695 140 80.8 -7.7*

SUBURBAN 12309 1567 88.1 11340 1358 89.6 969 209 78.0 -11.6*

RURAL 7368 1055 80.2 6654 899 82.1 714 157 69.4 -12.8*

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANDS



Table 3-11

HOW MANY TIMES HAVE YOU CHANGED SCHOOLS SINCE 5TH GRADE BECAUSE FAMILY MOVED?
(0=NEVER) 3=3 OR MORE)

ALL SOPHOMORES

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980

SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL
UNTIL SENIOR FOLLONUP

SOPHOMORES
WHO DROPPED OUT

BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP
N

NTD
N MEAN S.C.

SAMP
N

WITD

N MEAN S.D.
SAMP
N

WITD

N MEAN S.D.

DROPOUTS
MINUS
STAYERS

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 24802 3264 0.59 1.0 22452 2761 0.50 0.9 2350 503 1.09 1.2 0.58* 0.62

.SEX:

MALE 12220 1637 0.60 1.0 11011 1371 0.51 0.9 1209 266 1.06 1.2 0.56* 0.59FEMALE 12582 1627 0.59 1.0 11441 1390 0.50 0.9 1141 237 1.11 1.2 0.61* 0.65

SES:
LOW 6006 771 0.70 1.1 5057 584 0.56 1.0 949 187 1.11 1.2 0.54* 0.54
MIDDLE 11653 1567 0.54 0.9 10739 1365 0.47 0.9 914 203 1.03 1.2 0.56* 0.62
HIGH 6106 785 0.56 0.9 5863 724 0.51 0.9 243 61 1.19 1.2 0.68* 0.76

RACE:
WHITE 17709 2500 0.55 1.0 16312 2156 0.47 0.9 1397 344 1.09 1.2 0.62* 0.68
BLACK 3328 424 0.68 1.0 2922 344 0.61 1.0 406 80 0.98 1.2 0.36* 0.36
ASIAN-AMERICAN 322 34 0.86 1.1 304 32 0.78 1.0 18 2 1.85 1.0 1.07* 1.05
AMERICAN INDIAN 250 33 0.99 1.2 194 24 0.77 1.1 56 9 1.54 1.3 0.77 0.69
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1880 142 0.61 1.0 1609 107 0.52 0.9 271 35 0.89 1.2 0.36* 0.38
PUERTO RICAN 329 36 0.83 1.1 260 25 0.74 1.0 69 11 1.06 1.2 0.32 0.30
OTHER HISPANIC 893 83 0.80 1.1 779 66 0.66 1.0 114 18 1.31 1.1 0.65* 0.64

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 21742 2971 0.61 1.0 19466 2490 0.52 0.9 2256 481 1.08 1.2 0.56* 0.59
PRIVATE 720 92 0.66 0.9 690 79 0.55 0.9 30 14 1.30 1.0 0.75 0.83
CATHOLIC 2340 201 0.37 0.8 2276 193 0.34 0.7 64 8 1.09 1.3 0.75* 0.98

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5356 713 0.46 0.9 4963 630 0.39 0.8 393 83 0.94 1.2 0.54* 0.65
NORTH CENTRAL 7233 937 0.49 0.9 6662 816 0.40 0.8 571 121 1.08 1.2 0.67* 0.80SOUTH 7873 1083 0.67 1.0 6936 881 0.59 1.0 937 202 1.04 1.2 0.45* 0.45NEST 4340 532 0.79 1.1 3891 435 0.68 1.0 449 97 1.32 1.3 0.64* 0.61

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 10920 1473 0.65 1.0 9668 1201 0.53 0.9 1252 273 1.15 1.3 0.62* 0.64
ACADEMIC 8491 1045 0.50 0.9 8206 982 0.46 0.9 285 63 1.20 1.2 0.75* 0.86
VOCATIONAL 4880 679 0.59 1.0 4172 533 0.51 0.9 708 147 0.87 1.1 0.36* 0.38

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 5315 666 0.70 1.1 4627 526 0.58 1.0 688 140 1.12 1.2 0.53* 0.53SUBURBAN 12188 1553 0.60 1.0 11230 1344 0.52 0.9 958 209 1.14 1.3 0.62* 0.66R(RAL 7299 1045 0.51 0.9 6595 891 0.43 0.8 704 154 0.98 1.2 0.55* 0.62

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN ThOUSANDS
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Table 3-12

BUM WISH SCNOOL. NERO you 2VIR ASKED TO RIPIAT A SRAM ON HELO BACK A TERM IN SCHOOL?
(PERCENT YES(

1901 SENIORS

((AMPLE NEIONTED
PERCENT

TOTAL 23141 2672757 13.3

SEX(
MALE 11350 1324406 16.3

FEMALE 11791 1340271 10.4

SIB(
LON 4 509027 10.5

NICOLE 102,1 1220799 12.1

NISH 5579 643199 8.9

RACE:
MITE 16766 2091761 11.6

BLACK 2979 322539 19.6

ASIAN41ERICAN 319 32431 12.5

AMERICAN INDIAN 199 22924 20.8
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1642 101412 22.5
PUERTO RICAN 294 25158 20.5
OTHER HISPANIC 860 68018 17.8

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 20088 2399909 13.8
PRIVATE 733 80146 14.1

CATHOLIC 2300 192702 7.4

SEORRAPNIC RESTON:
NORTHEAST 5444 651889 13.5
AORTA CENTRAL 6774 783535 11.0

SOUTH 6906 818131 15.1

HEST 4015 419201 13.8

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 7594 880179 16.2

ACADEMIC 9431 1860737 8.1
VOCATIONAL 5966 715858 17.3

CONNUNM TYPE'
URBAN 4855 514463 16.1

SUBURBAN 11564 1308369 12.2

RURAL 6722 849726 13.4
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These means indicate that the typical student had few Black or
Hispanic classmates prior to high school. There is also a clear trend
for more integration between first grade and ninth grade. As can be seen
in the Appendix tables, Black students indicated at every grade level
that more than half of their elementary school classmates were also Black.
Puerto Rican students had more Black classmates than other Hispanic students.
Hispanic students also indicated having more Hispanic classmates than did
non-Hispanic students. Public school students were more likely to have
attended schools with Blacks than were private and Catholic school students.

8. Household Structure

Because many critics of the schools have linked a decline in student
achievement to changes in the American family, household structure was
determined. The results are summarized in Tables 3-14 and 3-15 below. More
detailed tables, cross-tabulated by the classification variables, appear in
Appendix C.

Table 3-14

Percentage of Respondents in Various Household Structures

Student lives with....

1980
All

Sophomores
Stayers Dropouts

1982
Seniors Dropouts

Both natural parents 70.64 74.14 51.32 69.72 29.26
One natural, one stepparent 8.56 7.45 14.73 7.50 4.28
Mother only 14.68 13.43 21.56 15.04 20.93
Father only 0.77 0.48 2.38 2.93 5.43
Grandparents 0.86 0.68 1.89 0.97 2.68
Other(s) 1.24 0.90 3.12 3.84 37.43

As can be seen, living with both parents was the most common house-
hold structure. About half of the students who later became dropouts and
about three-quarters of the students who remained in school lived in such
homes as sophomores. The next most common household structure, the
student living with mother only, was reported in 1980 by more than 20
percent of the students who later become dropouts but by only 13 percent
of the students who remained in school. Students who later became
dropouts reported living with one natural parent and one stepparent in
1980 twice as frequently as did students who remained in school until the
senior follow-up. By 1982 the percentage of seniors living with both
parents had declined to 70 percent. Many dropouts apparently had left
home and were living independently or with a spouse.

Table 3-15 shows the proportion of students in each classification
group living with both natural parents.
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Table 3-15

Percentage of Students Living with Both Natural Parents in 1980

All
Sophomores Stayers Dropouts

Males 72.18 75.00 55.00
Females 69.07 72.77 47.14

Low SES 57.66 61.67 45.79
Middle SES 72.60 75.36 54.97
High SES 81.33 83.22 58.97

Whites 76.28 79.32 55.97
Blacks 46.34 48.19 37.85
Mexican Americans 67.91 72.11 54.21
Puerto Ricans 54.75 58.89 43.21

Public School 69.71 73.28 51.13
Private School 75.08 78.68 54.36
Catholic School 81.84 83.14 49.25

Academic Curriculum 75.41 77.25 48.48
General Curriculum 69.85 74.33 50.05
Vocational Curriculum 65.43 68.25 55.41

As can be seen, the majority of Blacks did not live in households
where both natural parents were present. More than one-third of Puerto
Rican students, low SES students, and vocational curriculum students also
lived in such households. Males were more likely to live with both
natural parents than were females. More than 80 percent of high SES
students and Catholic school students came from homes where both natural
parents were present.

These figures are similar to those reported by the U.S. Bureau of the
Census for 1980. Their data indicated that 17 percent of all White families
with children were headed by one adult and 52 percent of all Black families
were one parent households (Education Week, May 29, 1985).

9. Number of Siblings

As can be seen in Table 3-16, the typical sophomore had 3.04 siblings
in 1980. Students who remained in high school until the senior follow-up
had fewer siblings (2.93), while those who became dropouts had more siblings
(3.68). There was a small and insignificant increase in the number of
siblings reported by seniors in 1982 (see Table 3-17). The apparent dis-
crepancy in the number of siblings for sophomores who remained in school
(2.93 in Table 3-16 and 2.75 in Table 3-17) is an artifact due to changes in
the question format between 1980 and 1982.
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ALL SOPHOMORES

Tab le 3- 16

NUMBER OF SIBLINGS

ALL 30PHOMORES-1980

SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

UNTIL SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SOPHOMORES
WNO DROPPED OUT

BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP
N

WTO
N MEAN S.D.

SAMP
N

WTO
N MEAN S.D.

SAMP
N

WTO
N MEAN S.D.

DROPOUTS
MINUS

STAYERS
EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 22802 2999 3.04 2.2 20780 2563 2.93 2.1 2022 437 3.68 2.6 0.75* 0.35

SEX:
MALE 11004 1473 3.02 2.3 9996 1248 2.92 2.2 1008 225 3.58 2.7 0.65* 0.29
FEMALE 11798 1526 3.05 2.1 10784 1314 2.94 2.0 1014 212 3.79 2.5 0.85* 0.41

SES:
LOW 5421 694 3.73 2.6 4565 523 3.60 2.5 856 171 4.10 2.7 0.50* 0.19
MIDDLE 10979 1482 2.93 2.1 10153 1297 2.84 2.0 826 185 3.52 2.5 0.68* 0.33
HIGH 5841 751 2.57 1.9 5620 694 2.53 1.8 221 57 3.00 2.5 0.47 0.26

RACE:
WHITE 16626 2346 2.84 2.0 15390 2037 2.74 1.9 1236 309 3.45 2.4 0.70* 0.36
BLACK 2828 358 3.89 2.8 2506 295 3.81 2.7 322 63 4.31 3.1 0.50 0.18
ASIAN-AMERICAN 310 33 2.85 2.1 295 31 2.80 2.1 15 2 3.50 2.3 0.70 0.34
AMERICAN INDIAN 228 29 4.05 3.0 181 22 3.79 2.8 47 7 4.82 3.5 1.04 0.35
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1655 123 3.96 2.6 1422 94 3.87 2.5 233 30 4.26 2.8 0.40 0.15
PUERTO RICAN 287 30 3.49 2.4 230 21 3.36 2.3 57 9 3.81 2.6 0.45 0.19
OTHER HISPANIC 811 73 1-01 2.7 707 58 3.08 2.7 104 15 3.69 2.7 0.61 0.23

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 19903 2720 3.05 2.2 17963 2302 2.94 2.1 14940 418 3.69 2.6 0.75* 0.34
PRIVATE 691 87 2.44 1.5 664 75 2.35 1.4 27 12 3.01 2.0 0.66 0.45
CATHOLIC 2208 193 3.10 2.1 2153 186 3.07 2.1 55 6 4.06 2.1 0.99 0.48

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5069 672 2.95 2.1 4727 600 2.83 2.0 342 73 3.90 2.8 1.06* 0.52
NORTH CENTRAL 6563 858 3.13 2.1 6091 755 3.03 2.1 472 102 3.82 2.6 0.78* 0.37
SOUTH 7055 965 3.05 2.4 6235 790 2.93 2.3 820 176 3.57 2.6 0.64* 0.27
WEST 4115 504 2.99 2.1 3727 418 2.87 2.0 388 86 3.54 2.5 0.67* 0.33

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 9999 1346 3.08 2.2 8899 1167 2.98 2.1 1100 238 3.56 2.3 0.58* 0.27
ACADEMIC 8100 1001 2.69 1.9 7842 943 2.65 1.9 258 se 3.34 2.5 0.69* 0.37
VOCATIONAL 4268 594 3.46 2.6 3693 472 3.32 2.4 575 123 3.97 3.1 0.65* 0.25

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4758 596 3.15 2.3 4183 478 3.05 2.2 575 118 3.58 2.5 0.53* 0.24
SUBURBAN 11315 1436 2.92 2.1. 10489 1256 2.81 2.0 826 180 3.64 2.5 0.83* 0.40
rURAL 6729 967 3.15 2.3 6108 828 3.04 2.2 621 139 3.81 2.8 0.77* 0.34

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANDS
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Table 3-17
NUMBER OF SIBLINGS

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR r:OSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 17724 2287484 2.75 1.7 2.80 1.7 1.7 0.0 0.0

SEX:
MALE 8280 1086670 2.73 1.7 2.78 1.7 1.7 0.0 0.0
FEMALE 9444 1200813 2.77 1.7 2.82 1.7 1.7 0.0 0.0

SES:
LOW 3641 440424 3.27 1.8 3.40 1.8 1.8 0.1 0.1
MIDDLE 8777 1171004 2.70 1.6 2.72 1.6 1.6 0.0 0.0
HIGH 4972 637630 2.46 1.5 2.49 1.5 1.5 0.0 0.0

RACE:
WHITE 13614 1873561 2.64 1.6 2.67 1.6 1.6 0.0 0.0
BLACK 1891 227608 3.42 1.9 3.56 1.9 1.9 0.1 0.1
ASIAN-AMERICAN 239 26049 2.61 1.6 2.63 1.6 1.6 0.0 0.0
AMERICAN INDIAN 138 17661 3.22 1.7 3.24 1.7 1.7 0.0 0.0
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1028 71378 3.46 1.8 3.63 1.8 1.8 0.2 0.1
PUERTO RICAN 188 17964 3.07 1.7 3.24 1.6 1.6 0.2 0.1
OTHER HISPANIC 602 50608 2.74 1.8 2.75 1.7 1.8 0.0 0.0

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 15193 2049045 2.75 1.7 2.80 1.7 1.7 0.0 0.0
PRIVATE 604 68977 2.35 1.4 2.40 1.4 1.4 0.0 0.0
CATHOLIC 1927 169462 2.92 1.7 2.95 1.7 1.7 0.0 0.0

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4296 567719 2.73 1.6 2.75 1.6 1.6 0.0 0.0
NORTH CENTRAL 5415 705362 2.88 1.6 2.90 1.7 1.7 0.0 0.0
SOUTH 4966 649631 2.65 1.7 2.73 1.7 1.7 0.1 0.0
NEST 3047 364771 2.73 1.6 2.79 1.7 1.6 0.1 0.0

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 5667 738244 2.88 1.7 2.94 1.7 1.7 0.1 0.0
ACADEMIC 7752 967887 2.54 1.6 2.58 1.6 1.6 0.0 0.0
VOCATIONAL 4213 569735 2.94 1.7 2.98 1.8 1.7 0.0 0.0

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3423 409012 2.83 1.7 2.86 1.7 1.7 0.0 0.0
SUBURBAN 8988 1115102 2.67 1.6 2.71 1.6 1.6 0.0 0.0
RURAL 5313 763369 2.83 1.7 2.90 1.7 1.7 0.1 0.0
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The mean data in this item are somewhat misleading and result from
the effects of large families. The modal number of siblings reported was
two.

10. Parental Years in the United States

The students were asked in 1980 to indicate how many years their
parents had lived in the United States. Thk.. results are shown in Tables
3-18 and 3-19. The scale ranges from 1 = 1 to 5 years to 5 = all or almost
all of their lives. The mean response of 4.82 indicates that the majority
of the parents had spent most of their lives in the United States. Students
who later became dropouts had parents who had lived in the United States for
fewer years than the parents of the students who stayed in school. Asian
American and Puerto Rican students' parents had lived in the United States
for less time than the parents of students in other racial/ethnic groups.

11. Parental Occupations

The studente were asked the current or most recent occupation for each
parent. The results are summarized in Tables 3-20 and 3-21.

The most common occupations among the students' fathers in 1980 were

crafts, operative, managerial, professional, and laborer work. The most
common occupations among the mothers were clerical work, houemaking,
services, and professional work. The students who later became dropouts
were more likely to come from families where the father was a craft
worker, operator or laborer and from families where the mother did
service work.

There were small changes in parental employment categories between
1980 and 1982. The largest changes for the panel of in-school students
were an increase of 2.61 percentage points in fathers employed in mana-
gerial work and a decrease of 2.29 percentage points in mothers employed
in professional work. These apparent shifts may represent either real
changes in parental employment or changes in students' understanding
about the nature of their parents' work.

The cross-tabulation tables (See Appendix C) show strong interactions
between parental occupations and classification variables such as SES,
race/ ethnicity, school type, and curriculum.

12. Parental Education

The students were also asked in 1980 to indicate the highest level
of education each of their parents had completed. The results are shown in
Tables 3-22 and 3-23. The scale ranges from 1 = less than high school to
5 = graduate degree.

As can be seen, the mean level of education for the students' fathers
was 2.53; for the students' mothers the mean was 2.35. This indicates
that the average parent had completed high school. The parents of sopho-
mores who remained in high school had considerably more education than
parents of dropouts (2.60 and 1.99). There were substantial differences
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Table 3-18

HOW MUCH OF H/S L/FE HAS YOUR FATHER (STEPFATHER) SPENT /N THE UN/TED STATES?
(1=1 TO 5 YEARS; 5=ALL OR ALMOST ALL)

ALL SOPHOMORES

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980

SOPHOHORES SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL NHO DROPPED OUT
UNTIL SENIOR FOLLOWUP BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP
N

WTO
N MEAN S.D.

SAHP
N

WTO
N

TOTAL 23249 3059 4.82 0.6 21249 2625

SEX:
MALE 11600 1549 4.82 0.6 10541 1315
FEMALE 11649 1509 4.82 0.6 10708 1311

SES:
LOW 5334 686 4.74 0.7 4537 526
MIDDLE 11224 1513 4.84 0.5 10380 1324
HIGH 6001 770 4.85 0.5 5777 713

RACE:
WHITE 17162 2415 4.89 0.4 15898 2100
BLACK 2732 345 4.73 0.7 2450 290
ASIAN-AMERICAN 298 31 3.37 1.5 287 30

AMERICAN IND/AN 230 30 4.79 0.6 181 22
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1665 124 4.59 0.8 1438 96
PUERTO R/CAN 255 27 3.99 1.1 205 19
OTHER HISPANIC 835 77 4.36 1.0 733 62

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 20302 2772 4.82 0.6 18386 2359
PRIVATE 708 90 4.83 0.5 680 77

CATHOLIC 2239 197 4.80 0.6 2183 189

GEOGRAPHIC REG/ON:
NORTHEAST 5046 671 4.80 0.6 4729 604
NORTH CENTRAL 6861 891 4.88 0.5 6361 783
SOUTH 7265 998 4.82 0.6 6468 823
WEST 4077 499 4.72 0.7 3691 416

CURRICULUH:
GENERAL 10234 1377 4.84 0.6 9156 1142
ACADEMIC 8218 1015 4.81 0.6 7962 957
VOCATIONAL 4391 613 4.79 0.6 3796 488

COMHUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4684 586 4.69 0.8 4144 474
SUBURBAN 11602 1477 4.81 0.6 10775 1296
RURAL 6963 996 4.90 0.4 6330 856

NOTE: WEIGHTED N /S /N THCUSANDS

SAM WTO
MEAN S.D. N N MEAN S.D.

4.83 0.6 2000 433 4.74 0.7

4.84 0.6 1059 235 4.72 0.8
4.82 0.6 941 198 4.77 0.7

4.75 0.7 797 159 4.73 0.7
4.86 0.5 844 189 4.77 0.7
4.86 0.5 224 57 4.76 0.8

4.89 0.4 1264 315 4.84 0.6
4.77 0.7 282 55 4.55 0.9
3.35 1.5 11 1 3.78 1.3
4.78 0.6 49 8 4.79 0.6
4.61 0.8 227 28 4.53 1.0
3.97 1.1 50 8 4.01 1.2
4.40 1.0 102 15 4.17 1.2

4.83 0.6 1916 413 4.74 0.7
4.84 0.5 28 13 4.72 0.7
4.81 0.6 56 7 4.73 0.6

4.80 0.6 317 67 4.73 0.7
4.90 0.4 500 108 4.79 0.6
4.84 0.6 797 175 4.77 0.7
4.74 0.7 386 83 4.63 0.9

4.85 0.5 1078 234 4.81 0.6
4.83 0.6 256 58 4.63 0.9
4.82 0.6 595 126 4.69 0.8

4.70 0.8 540 112 4.64 0.9
4.83 0.6 827 181 4.72 0.8
4.91 0.4 633 140 4.85 0.5

4,5

DROPOUTS
MINUS
STAYERS

EFFECT
SIZE

-0.09* -0.15

-0.12* -0.20
-0.05 -0.09

-0.02 -0.02
-0.09 -0.17
-0.12 -0.25

-0.05 -0.11
-0.22 -0.31
0.44 0.30
0.01 0.02
-0.08 -0.10
0.04 0.04

-0.23 -0.22

-0.09* -0.15
-0.12 -0.25
-0.08 -0.13

-0.07 -0.12
-0.10 -0.23
-0.07 -0.12
-0.11 -0.15

-0.03 -0.06
-0.20 -0.34
-0.12 -0.20

-0.06 -0.08
-0.10 -0.17
-0.06 -0.15



Table 3.19
HOW MUCH OF HER LIFE HAS YOUR MOTHER (STEPMOTHER) SPENT IN THE UNITED STATES?

(1=1 TO 5 YEARS) 5=ALL OR ALMOST ALL)

ALL SOPHOMORES

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980

SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED TN SCHOOL

UNTIL SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SOPHONORES
WHO DROPPED OUT

BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP WTO
N MEAN S.D.

SAMP
N

MID
N MEAN S.D.

SAMP
N

WTD
N MEAN S.D.

DROPOUTS
MINUS
STAYERS

EFFECT
S/ZE

TOTAL 24134 3174 4.82 0.6 21952 2704 4.83 0.6 2182 470 4.78 0.7 -0.05 -0.09

SEX:
MALE 11936 1596 4.82 0.6 10797 1345 4.83 0.6 1139 251 4.76 0.7 -0.07 -0.12
FEMALE 12198 1578 4.82 0.6 11155 1359 4.83 0.6 1043 219 4.79 0.6 -0.04 -0.06

SES:
LOW 5748 737 4.75 0.7 4873 562 4.75 0.7 875 175 4.74 0.7 -0.01 -0.01
MIDDLE 11502 1550 4.85 0.5 10611 1352 4.86 0.5 891 198 4.82 0.6 -0.04 -0.07
HIGH 6082 781 4.85 0.5 5844 721 4.66 0.5 238 60 4.78 0.7 -0.08 -0.14

RACE:
'MITE 17528 2471 4.89 0.4 16190 2139 4.90 0.4 1338 332 4.88 0.5 -0.02 -0.04
BLACK 3070 387 4.79 0.7 2721 319 4.81 0.6 349 67 4.67 0.8 -0.15 -0.23
ASIAN-AMFRICAN 305 32 3.10 1.5 292 30 3.10 1.5 13 2 3.20 1.1 0.11 0.07
AMERICAN INDIAN 237 31 4.80 0.7 186 23 4.77 0.7 51 8 4.87 0.6 0.10 0.15
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1756 132 4.56 0.9 1506 100 4.57 0.9 250 32 4.55 1.0 -0.02 -0.02
PUERTO RICAN 304 33 3.89 1.2 245 23 3.92 1.1 59 10 3.81 1.3 -0.12 -0.10
OTHER HISPANIC 856 79 4.34 1.1 750 63 4.36 1.1 106 16 4.28 1.1 -0.08 -0.07

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 21123 um 4.82 0.6 19028 2434 4.83 0.6 2095 450 4.78 0.7 -0.06 -0.09
PRIVATE 715 91 4.82 0.6 687 78 4.84 0.6 28 13 4.76 0.7 -0.08 -0.13
CATHOLIC 2296 199 4.83 0.6 2237 191 4.83 0.6 59 8 4.82 0.7 -0.01 -0.02

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5267 698 4.79 0.7 4907 622 4.79 0.7 360 76 4.73 0.8 -0.07 -0.10
NORTH CENTRAL 7039 911 4.90 0.4 6504 798 4.90 0.4 535 114 4.86 0.5 -0.04 -0.09
SOUTH 7608 1047 4.84 0.6 6740 858 4.85 0.6 868 189 4.80 0.7 -0.05 -0.09
WEST 4220 517 4.70 0.8 3801 426 4.71 0.8 419 91 4.66 0.8 -0.06 -0.07

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 10654 1433 4.85 0.6 9476 1178 4.85 0.6 1178 255 4.83 0.6 -0.01 -0.03
ACADEMIC 8408 1037 4.81 0.6 8141 976 4.82 0.6 267 61 4.67 0.9 -0.15 -0.25
VOCATIOI 4628 646 4.79 0.6 3977 509 4.81 0.6 651 136 4.72 0.8 -0.10 -0.15

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 5032 627 4.69 0.8 4416 501 4.69 0.8 416 126 4.66 0.8 -0.03 -0.04
SUBURBAN 11933 1520 4.82 0.6 11043 1325 4.82 0.6 890 195 4.77 0.7 -0.05 -0.09
RURAL 7169 1027 4.91 0.4 6493 878 4.92 0.4 676 150 4.88 0.5 -0.04 -0.10

NOTE: WEIGHTED 14 IS IN THOUSANDS 46



Table 3-20

Percentage of Respondents With Fathers in Various Occupations - 1980 and 1982

Crafts Anita Manager Professional Laborer Proprietor Sales Farm Technical Protective

Armed

Forces Clerical Service

School

Teachers

17.40 13.69 12.56 11.34 10.38 7.50 5.54 5.13 4.51 2.99 2.46 2.31 2.09 1.73

16.96 13.05 13.14 12.08 9.85 7.38 5.90 5.14 4.60 3.01 2.41 2.34 1.91 1.95

20.37 17.94 8.68 6.52 13.86 8.31 3.10 5.06 3.97 2.90 7..74 2.07 3.25 0.31

15.39 13.74 15.75 12.82 9.67 8.16 5.69 4.27 3.36 3.26 1.95 2.60 2.31 1.89

18.93 19.73 11.42 8.07 14.99 9.12 3.86 3.81 2.77 1.93 2.59 2.22 3.47 0.52



Table 3-21

Percentage of Respondents With Mothers in Various Occupations - 1980 and 1982

Clerk Homemaker Service Professional
School
Teacher Operator Sales Manager Laborer Crafts Proprietor Technical

25.56 15.50 12.52 11.20 6.62 6.41 5.94 5.02 2.87 2.83 2.29 1.65

26.03 15.61 11.86 11.43 7.21 5.93 6.08 4.88 2.131 2.80 2.25 1.68

22.51 14.77 16.84 9.72 2.81 9,55 5.02 5.5L, 3.29 3.04 2.56 1.50

25.48 16.99 13.45 9. 14 6.27 6.11 5.74 6.01 2.70 2.69 8.02 2.05

19.45 20.52 19.78 6.60 2.38 9.87 5.03 5.12 3.14 3.22 6.13 1.85
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Table 3-22

WHAT WAS THE HIGHEST LEVEL OF EDUCATION YOUR FATHER (STEPFATHER) COMPLETED?
(1=LESS THAN HIGH SCHOOL: 5=GRADUATE DEGREE)

ALL SOPHOMORES

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980

SOPHOMORES
Ma STAYED IN SCHOOL

UNTIL SENICM FOLLOWUP

SOPHOMORES
WHO DROPPED OUT

BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP
N

WTD
N MEAN S.D.

SAMP
N

NTD
N MEAN S.D.

SAMP
N

WTD
N MEAN S.D.

DROPOUTS
MINUS
STAYERS

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 17721 2339 2.53 1.2 16342 2040 2.60 1.2 1379 299 2.05 1.1 -0.55* -0.44

SEX:
MALE 9021 1209 2.58 1.2 8273 1039 2.64 1.2 748 170 2.20 1.2 -0.44* -0.36

FEMALE 8700 1130 2.47 1.2 8069 1001 2.55 1.3 631 129 1.86 1.0 -0.70* -0.56

SES:
LOW 3807 492 1.39 0.6 3225 378 1.40 0.6 582 113 1.37 0.6 -0.04 -0.06

MIDDLE 8892 1206 2.24 0.8 8268 1064 2.25 0.8 624 142 2.11 0.8 -0.14 -0.17

HIGH 4992 637 3.95 1.0 4827 596 3.96 0.9 165 41 3.75 1.1 -0.21 -0.22

RACE:
WHITE 13695 1919 2.61 1.3 12802 1696 2.68 1.2 893 222 2.08 1.1 -0.60* -0.48

BLACK 1602 203 2.15 1.1 1439 173 2.17 1.1 163 30 2.07 1.0 -0.09 -0.09

ASIAN-AMERICAN 223 23 3.15 1.4 215 22 3.17 1.4 8 1 2.80 1.4 -0.37 -0.26

AMERICAN INDIAN 161 22 2.05 1.1 127 16 2.13 1.2 34 6 1.83 0.9 -0.30 -0.27

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1219 90 1.78 1.0 1055 70 1.78 1.0 164 20 1.78 0.9 0.00 0.00

PUERTO RICAN 175 19 1.79 0.9 138 14 1.83 0.9 37 5 1.70 0.9 -0.13 -0.14

OTHER HISPANIC 607 58 2.44 1.2 536 47 2.52 1.2 71 11 2.10 1.1 -0.42 -0.34

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 15402 2113 2.46 1.2 14079 1826 2.53 1.2 1323 287 2.02 1.1 -0.51* -0.42

PRIVATE 573 69 3.45 1.2 557 62 3.50 1.2 16 6 2.99 0.9 -0.51 -0.42

CATHOLIC 1746 157 3.01 1.2 1706 152 3.02 1.2 40 5 2.49 0.9 -0.54 -0.43

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 3824 513 2.62 1.3 3610 467 2.68 1.3 214 46 2.02 1.1 -0.65* -0.52

NORTH CENTRAL 5427 708 2.49 1.2 5087 634 2.55 1.2 340 74 2.02 1.1 -0.53* -0.44

SOUTH 5440 748 2.35 1.2 4867 621 2.43 1.2 573 126 1.96 1.1 -0.47* -0.38

WEST 3030 371 2.80 1.3 2778 318 2.89 1.3 252 53 2.31 1.2 -0.57* -0.45

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 7642 2028 2.38 2.2 6906 871 2.45 2.2 736 157 1.99 1.1 -0.46* -0.39

ACADEMIC 6619 823 2.96 1.3 6444 781 3.00 1.3 175 42 2.30 1.3 -0.70* -0.54

VOCATIONAL 3219 455 2.10 1.0 2791 365 2.11 1.0 428 90 2.04 1.1 -0.06 -0.06

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3236 407 2.43 1.2 2881 335 2.51 1.2 355 72 2.10 1.1 -0.41* -0.33

SUBURBAN 8943 1144 2.72 1.3 8378 1018 2.79 1.3 565 126 2.17 1.1 -0.62* -0.49

RURAL 5542 789 2.29 1.2 5083 688 2.35 1.2 459 101 1.86 1.1 -0.49* -0.42

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANDS
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Table 3-23.

WHAT WAS THE HIGHEST LEVEL OF EDUCATION YOUR MOTHER (STEPMOTHER) COMPLETED?
(1=LESS THAN HIGH SCHOOL; 5=GRADUATE DEGREE)

ALL SOPHOMORES

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980

SOPHOMORES SOPicrNMORES
WO STAYED IN SCHOOL WHO DROPPED OUT
UNTIL SENIOR FOLLOWUP BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP
N

MID
N MEAN S.D.

SAMP
N

NTO
N MEAN S.D.

SAMP
N

WTO
N MEAN S.D.

DROPOUTS
MINUS
STAYERS

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 20144 2659 2.35 1.0 18463 2292 2.41 1.0 1681 367 1.99 1.0 -0.42* -0.41

SEX:
MALE 9761 1309 2.38 1.0 8918 1118 2.44 1.0 843 191 2.09 1.0 -0.35* -0.34FEMALE 10383 1350 2.32 1.0 9545 1174 2.39 1.0 838 176 1.89 1.0 -0.50* -0.48

SES:
LOW 4734 615 1.48 0.6 3993 465 1.50 0.6 741 149 1.38 0.6 -0.12* -0.21MIDDLE 10055 1360 2.24 0.7 9324 1194 2.24 0.7 731 167 2.22 0.8 -0.03 -0.04HIGH 5244 669 3.39 1.0 5062 623 3.41 1.0 182 46 3.19 1.0 -0.22 -0.22

RACE:
WHITE 15056 2119 2.41 1.0 13991 1851 2.47 1.0 1065 268 2.02 1.0 -0.45* -0.44BLACK 2314 290 2.24 1.0 2072 246 2.26 1.0 242 44 2.13 1.1 -0.13 -0.12ASIAN-AMERICAN 230 24 2.72 1.3 220 23 2.72 1.3 10 1 2.62 1.1 -0.10 -0.08AMERICAN INDIAN 183 24 2.16 0.9 149 18 2.18 1.0 34 6 2.10 0.8 -0.08 -0.09MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1389 105 1.71 0.9 1205 80 1.77 0.9 184 25 1.53 0.8 -0.24 -0.27PUERTO RICAN 243 26 1.80 1.0 191 18 1.80 1.0 52 8 1.80 0.9 -0.01 -0.01OTHER HISPANIC 675 64 2.24 1.1 591 52 2.32 1.0 84 12 1.92 1.1 -0.40 -0.38

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 17587 2414 2.30 1.0 15968 2059 2.36 1.0 1619 355 1.98 1.0 -0.38* -0.38PRIVATE 634 75 3.12 1.1 616 66 3.16 1.1 18 7 2.72 1.0 -0.44 -0.40CATHOLIC 1923 170 2.70 1.1 1879 165 2.72 1.1 44 5 2.06 1.4 -0.66 -0.61

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4361 581 2.43 1.1 4095 525 2.47 1.1 266 56 2.01 0.9 -0.46* -0.44NORTH CENTRAL 6055 783 2.34 1.0 5648 697 2.39 1.0 407 87 1.95 0.9 -0.44* -0.46SOUTH 6286 868 2.23 1.0 5599 716 2.29 1.1 687 152 1.94 1.0 -0.35* -0.34WEST 3442 427 2.53 1.1 3121 354 2.61 1.1 321 73 2.15 1.1 -0.46* -0.42

CUOICULUM:
GENERAL 8754 1185 2.23 1.0 7836 98, 2.30 1.0 918 201 1.93 0.9 -0.40* -0.40ACADEMIC 7364 911 2.68 1.1 7137 859 2.71 1.1 227 52 2.28 1.0 -0.43* -0.40VOCATIONAL 3719 521 2.08 0.9 3228 417 2.09 0.9 491 104 2.03 1.0 -0.07 -0.07

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3955 495 2.28 1.0 3497 402 2.33 1.0 458 93 2.07 1.0 -0.26* -0.25SUBURBAN 10045 1285 2.47 1.1 9353 1130 2.53 1.1 692 155 2.04 1.0 -0.49* -0.47RURAL 6144 879 2.22 1.0 5613 759 2.27 1.0 531 119 1.87 0.9 -0.40* -0.41

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANDS
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in parental education across the SES groups, racial/ethnic groups, and
school end community types.

13. Maternal Employment

The students were asked in 1980 if their mothers usually worked when
the students were preschoolers, in elementary school, and in high school.
The responses are shown in Tables 3-24 to 3-26. The response scale is 0
no, 1 part-time, 2 full-time.

As can be seen, maternal employment increased as the students
became older. The difference in maternal employment rates between
dropouts and the stayers was greatest during the pre-elementary years,
least during the high school years. There were significant differences
in maternal employment during the students' preschool and elementary
school years across school types, SES groups and racial/ethnic groups.

14. Parental Monitoring of Students' Educational Progress

The students were asked, in 1980 and in 1982, if their parents kept
close track of how well they were doing in school. The results are shown
in Tables 3-27 to 3-30. As can be seen, 89 percent of the sophomores said
their mothers kept close track of their school progress. There were signi-
ficant differences between students who remained in school (90 percent
agreed) and those who later became dropouts (82 percent agreed). Students
reported less monitoring of their school progress by their fathers; 77
percent said their fathers kept close track of their progress. Again there
were significant differences in the extent of close monitoring by fathers of
students who stayed in school (79 percent) and by fathers of students who
became dropouts (65 percent). There were significant differences across
SIS groups, racial/ethnic groups, and school types in the amount of
parental monitoring of educational progress.

Aa can be seen in Tables 3-29 and 3-30, parental monitoring of.

educational progress decreased significantly between the sophomore and
senior years for the students who stayed in school.

15. Parental Involvement in the Schools

A series of questions was asked of the seniors in 1982 to determine the
extent of their parents' involvement with the schools. The results are
shown in Tables 3-31 to 3-35. The scale for each ranges from 1 = never to
3 = often. As can be seen, the overall level of parental involvement is low.
Parents were more likely to phone or see a teacher, counselor or principal
or to attend a parent-teacher conference than to work on school projects,
attend a PTA meeting, or visit a class. Parental involvement with the
schools tended to increase with higher SES and to be higher in ncnpublic
than in public schools.



Table 3-24

DID YOUR MOTHER USUALLY WORK BEFORE YOU WENT TO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL?
(0=NO: 1=PART TIME1 2=FULL TIME)

ALL SOPHOMORES

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980

SOPHOMORES SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL WHO DROPPED OUT

UNTIL SENIOR FOLLOWUP BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP
N

NTO
N MEAN S.O.

SAM
N

NTO
N MEAN S.D.

SAMP
N

NTT:

N MEAN S.D.

DROPOUTS
MINUS

STAYERS.
EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 20717 2710 0.75 0.9 18980 2339 0.72 0.9 1737 371 0.92 0.9 0.20* 0.22

SEM
MALE 10069 1339 0.76 0.9 9198 1144 0.72 0.9 871 194 0.97 0.9 0.24* 0.27FEMALE 10648 1371 0.74 0.9 9782 1194 0.72 0.9 866 177 0.86 0.9 0.14* 0.17

Slit
LOU 4754 602 0.86 0.9 4028 466 0.85 0.9 706 136 0.87 0.9 0.02 0.02MIDDLE 9959 1337 0.75 0.9 9247 1175 0.72 0.9 712 161 0.91 0.9 0.19* 0.21HUH 5427 694 0.61 0.8 5237 645 0.61 0.8 190 49 0.96 0.9 0.35* 0.43

RACE:
WHITE 15170 2123 0.65 0.8 14121 1863 0.62 0.8 1049 260 0.82 0.9 0.20* 0.24BLACK 2532 319 1.32 0.9 2254 2t1 1.3; 0.9 278 54 1.30 0.9 -0.03 -0.03ASIAN-AMERICAN 276 30 0.80 0.9 263 28 0.77 0.9 13 2 1.23 0.9 0.46 0.50AMERICAN INDIAN 186 24 0.97 0.9 148 18 0.95 0.9 38 6 1.03 0.9 0.08 0.09MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1527 113 0.81 0.9 1316 87 0.78 0.9 211 26 0.91 0.9 0.14 0.15PUERTO RICAN 242 26 0.98 0.9 195 19 0.94 0.9 47 7 1.08 0.9 0.14 0.15OTHER HISPANIC 720 67 0.88 0.9 629 53 0.86 0.9 91 14 0.97 1.0 0.11 0.12

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 18042 2453 0.76 0.9 16380 2098 0.74 0.9 1662 355 0.91 0.9 0.17* 0.19PRIVATE 630 81 0.65 0.8 604 70 0.58 0.8 26 11 1.11 0.9 0.53 0.66CATHOLIC 2045 176 0.56 0.8 1996 171 0.55 0.8 49 5 0.98 0.9 0.43 0.52

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4456 592 0.64 0.8 4188 536 0.62 0.8 268 Si 0.85 0.9 0.23 0.27NORTH CENTRAL 6072 777 0.66 0.8 5671 696 0.63 0.8 ,01 82 0.91 0.9 0.28* 0.33SOUTH 6556 895 0.91 0.9 5810 736 0.89 0.9 726 159 1.00 0.9 0.10 0.11

, WEST 3653 445 0.71 0.9 3311 371 0.69 0.9 342 74 0.80 0.9 0.11 0.13

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 9006 1198 0.75 O. ems 1005 0.73 0.9 908 192 0.88 0.9 0.16* 9.16ACADEMIC 7402 914 0.68 0.9 7180 861 0.66 0.9 222 52 1.01 0.9 0.35* 0.41VOCATIONAL 3938 550 0.84 0.9 3398 437 0.81 0.9 540 113 0.95 0.9 0.13 0.15

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4226 524 0.86 0.9 3751 427 0.83 0.9 475 97 1.02 0.9 0.20 0.22SUBURBAN 10356 1311 0.68 0.9 9616 1153 0.66 0.9 740 159 0.87 0.9 0.21* 0.25RURAL 6135 674 0.77 0.9 5613 759 0.76 0.9 522 115 0.88 0.9 0.13 0.15

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANDS
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TOTAL

SEX:
MALE
FEMALE

RACE:
VgITE
BLACK
ASIAN-AMERICAN
AMERICAN INDIAN
MEXICAN-AMERICAN
PUERTO RICAN
OTHER HISPANIC

'SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC
PRIVATE
CATHOLIC

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST
NORTH CENTRAL
SOUTH
WEST

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL
ACADEMIC
VOCATIONAL

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN
SUBURBAN
RURAL

Table 3-25

DID YOUR MOTHER USUALLY MORK WHEN YOU WERE IN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL?

(0=NO; 10PART TIME) 2=FULL TIME)

ALL SOPHOMORES

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980

SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL
UNTIL SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SOPHOMORES
WHO DROPPED OUT

BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP
DROPOUTS

SAMP NTO SAMP WID SAMP NTO MINUS EFFECT

N N MEAN S.D. N N MEAN S.D. N N MEAN S.D. STAYERS SIZE

22686 2976 1.00 0.9 20697 2550 0.98 0.9 1989 426 1.13 0.9 0.15* 0.17

11109 1481 0.99 0.9 10096 1256 0.97 0.9 1013 225 1.13 0.9 0.17* 0.19

11577 1495 1.01 0.9 10601 1294 0.99 0.9 976 201 1.12 0.9 0.13* 0.15

5328 683 1.08 0.9 4520 524 1.08 0.9 aos 159 1.05 0.9 -0.03 -0.03

10845 1455 1.02 0.9 10038 1275 1.00 0.9 807 180 1.18 0.8 0.18* 0.21

5785 744 0.86 0.8 5566 687 0.85 0.8 219 Si 1.08 0.9 0.23 0.20

16513 2322 0.92 0.9 15305 2021 0.90 0.9 1208 300 1.08 0.9 0.18* 0.21

2834 356 1.44 0.8 2519 295 1.47 0.8 315 61 1.31 0.8 -0.16 -0.20

296 32 1.06 0.9 281 30 1.03 0.9 15 2 1.48 0.7 0.45 0.50

216 28 1.14 0.8 172 21 1.12 0.8 44 7 1.20 0.8 cos 0.10

1679 126 1.03 0.9 1437 96 1.00 0.9 242 30 1.13 0.9 0.13 0.15

279 30 1.06 0.9 226 22 1.04 0.9 53 8 1.13 0.9 0.09 0.10

796 73 1.14 0.9 695 58 1.13 0.9 101 15 1.21 0.9 0.09 0.10

19792 2699 1.01 0.9 17887 2291 0.99 0.9 1905 408 1.12 0.9 0.13* 0.15

670 86 0.88 0.9 644 74 0.81 0.8 26 12 1.35 0.8 0.54 0.64

2224 191 0.87 0.8 2166 185 0.87 0.8 58 6 0.99 1.0 0.12 0.14

4916 652 0.91 0.9 4594 586 0.88 0.9 322 67 1.11 0.8 0.22* 0.26

6675 858 0.95 0.8 6202 760 0.93 0.8 473 98 1.08 0.9 0.14 0.17

7101 973 1.11 0.9 6298 798 1.10 0.9 803 174 1.16 0.9 0.06 0.07

3994 492 0.99 0.9 3603 405 0.95 0.9 391 87 1.14 0.8 0.18 0.22

9937 1331 1.02 0.9 saw 1104 0.99 0.9 1050 228 1.14 0.9 0.14* 0.17

8009 987 0.94 0.9 7760 931 0.92 0.9 249 57 1.23 0.8 0.310 0.36

4318 603 1.04 0.9 3709 476 1.04 0.9 609 126 1.07 0.9 0.04 0.04

4684 582 1.09 0.9 4137 471 1.06 0.9 547 III 1.20 0.8 0.14 0.16

11325 1437 0.95 0.9 10485 1256 0.93 0.9 840 181 1.08 0.9 0.15* 0.18

6677 957 1.02 0.9 6075 823 1.00 0.9 602 134 1.12 0.9 0.12 0.14

k)
C." t-1)

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANDS



Table 3-26
DID YOUR MOTHER USUALLY WORK NHEN YOU WERE IN HIGH SCHOOL?

(0=NO; 1=PART TIME; 2=FULL TIME)

ALL SOPHOMORES

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980

SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED /N SCHOOL

UNTIL SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SOPHOMORES
WHO DROPPED OUT

BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP
N

WTO
N MEAN S.D.

SAMP
N

WTO
N MEAN S.D.

SUIP
N

NTO
N MEAN S.D.

DROPOUTS
MINUS

5,-.4YERS

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 23253 3058 1.18 ^.8 21167 2609 1.17 0.8 2086 448 1.22 0.9 0.05 0.06

SEX:
MALE 11382 1521 1.17 0.8 10331 1287 1.16 0.8 1051 234 1.19 0.9 0.03 0.03
FEMALE 11871 1537 1.19 0.8 10836 1322 1.18 0.8 1035 215 1.25 0.8 0.07 0.09

SES:
LOW 5517 707 1.14 0.9 4670 541 1.16 0.9 847 166 1.08 0.9 -0.07 -0.08
MIDDLE 11088 1491 1.22 0.8 10253 1304 1.20 0.8 835 187 1.34 0.8 0.14* 0.17HIGH 5852 753 1.13 0.8 5632 696 1.12 0.8 220 58 1.24 0.9 0.12 0.14

RACE:
WHITE 16870 2377 1.14 0.8 15600 2061 1.13 0.8 1270 315 1.22 0.8 0.09 0.10
BLACK 2931 371 1.41 0.8 2604 306 1.44 0.8 327 65 1.27 0.9 -0.17 -0.21
ASIAN-AMERICAN 305 33 1.28 0.9 290 31 1.30 0.8 15 2 1.06 1.0 -0.24 -0.28
AMERICAN INDIAN 221 29 1.22 0.8 177 21 1.20 0.8 44 7 1.28 0.8 0.08 0.10
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1729 131 1.12 0.9 1477 99 1.10 0.9 252 32 1.17 0.9 0.06 0.07
PUERTO RICAN 289 31 1.06 0.9 226 22 1.05 0.9 63 9 1.09 0.9 0.04 0.04
OTHER HISPANIC 828 77 1.28 0.8 728 61 1.29 0.8 100 15 1.24 0.8 -0.05 -0.06

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 20344 2778 1.19 0.8 18345 2350 1.18 0.8 1999 429 1.22 0.9 0.04 0.05PRIVATE 682 89 1.10 0.8 653 75 1.07 0.8 29 13 1.25 0.9 0.18 0.22CATHOLIC 2227 190 1.07 0.9 2169 184 1.07 0.9 58 6 1.07 0.8 -0.00 -0.00

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5032 669 1.13 0.8 4693 598 1.13 0.8 339 71 1.18 0.9 0.05 0.06NORTH CENTRAL 6819 880 1.15 0.8 6326 776 1.14 0.8 493 104 1.18 0.9 0.04 0.04SOUTH 7326 1007 1.24 0.9 6482 824 1.24 0.9 844 183 1.23 0.8 -0.01 -0.01
NEST 4076 502 1.18 0.8 3666 411 1.16 0.8 410 90 1.29 0.8 0.13 0.16

CUFiRICULUM:
GENERAL 10208 1373 1.18 0.8 9095 1130 1.18 0.8 1113 243 1.19 0.8 0.01 0.01
ACADEMIC 8125 1003 1.17 0.8 7867 944 1.16 0.8 na 58 1.39 0.9 0.23 0.27
VOCATIONAL 4480 625 1.18 0.9 3849 494 1.17 0.9 631 131 1.21 0.9 0.04 0.05

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4818 600 1.22 0.9 4246 483 1.21 0.9 572 117 1.25 0.9 0.04 0.05
SUBURBAN 11557 1469 1.18 0.8 10684 1281 1.16 0.8 873 ma 1.25 0.8 0.09 0.11
RURAL 6878 988 1.16 0.9 6237 845 1.16 0.9 641 143 1.15 0.9 -0.01 -0.01

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANDS
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Table 3-27
MY MOTHER KEEPS CLOSE TRACK OF HOW WELL I AM DOIhS IN SCHOOL

(PERCENT TRUE)

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980

SAMP
N

ALL SOPHOMORES

MID
N PERCENT

SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL
UNTIL SEN/OR FOLLOWUP

SAMP MID
N N PERCENT

SOPHOMORES
WHO DROPPED OUT

BEFORE SEN/OR FOLLONUP

SAMP WTO
N N PERCENT

DROPOUTS
MINUS
STAYERS

TOTAL 24072 3159 89.1 21908 2695 90.4 2164 464 81.5 -8.9*

SEX:
MALE 11827 1578 89.7 10725 1334 90.9 1102 243 82.8 -8.1*

FEMALE 12245 1581 88.6 11183 1360 89.9 1062 220 80.0 -9.9*

SES:
LOW 5792 742 84.4 4906 566 86.0 886 176 79.3 -6.7*

MIDDLE 11405 1533 90.0 10543 1341 91.0 862 193 83.5

HIGH 6015 771 92.3 5784 712 93.0 231 59 83.8 -9.1*

RACE:
WHITE 17308 2438 89.1 16005 2115 90.4 1303 323 80.2 -10.2*

BLACK 3140 397 90.3 2782 326 91.4 358 70 85.2 -6.2*

ASIAN-AMERICAN 308 33 86.4 293 31 87.5 15 2 71.2 -16.2

AMERICAN INDIAN 227 30 90.8 183 23 93.2 44 7 82.9 -10.3

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1814 137 86.5 1560 105 87.4 254 33 83.8 -3.6

PUERTO RICAN 321 34 89.7 259 25 89.3 62 10 90.8 1.5

OTHER HISPAN/C 875 81 89.3 764 64 91.5 111 17 80.7 -10.8*

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 21071 2873 88.8 18992 2428 90.1 2079 445 81.5 -8.5*

PRIVATE 700 88 92.8 674 76 93.8 26 12 86.0 -7.8

CATHOLIC 2301 198 92.7 2242 191 93.5 59 7 72.6 -20.9*

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5241 694 89.4 4878 618 90.8 363 76 77.4 -13.4*

NORTH CENTRAL 6985 904 88.8 6475 795 90.3 510 109 78.2 -12.1*

SOUTH 7616 1043 89.4 6747 857 90.4 869 186 84.8 -5.6*

WEST 4230 517 88.6 3808 425 90.1 422 92 82.1 -8.0*

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 10572 1420 87.3 9423 1170 88.7 1149 250 81.0 -7.7*

ACADEMIC 8365 1029 92.5 8097 969 93.1 268 60 82.5 -10.6*

VOCATIONAL 4671 649 88.1 4009 512 89.8 662 136 81.7 -8.1*

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 5073 631 89.6 4462 506 90.7 611 124 85.0 -5.8*

SUBURBAN 11896 1513 89.3 11003 1318 90.5 893 195 81.1 -9.3*

RURAL 7103 1015 88.6 6443 870 90.2 660 145 79.0 -11.1*

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANDS
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Table 3-28
MY FATHER KEEPS CLOSE TRACK OF HOW WELL I AM DOING IN SCHOOL

(PERCENT TRUE)

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980

SAMP
N

ALL SOPHOMORES

WTO
N PERCENT

SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

UNTIL SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP WITO

N N PERCENT

SOPHOMORES
WHO DROPPED OUT

BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP WTD
N N PERCENT

DROPOUTS
MINUS

STAYERS
TOTAL 22244 2921 76.8 20360 2515 78.7 1884 407 64.8 -13.9*
SEX:

MALE 10982 1463 77.8 10031 1253 79.5 951 210 67.5 -12.0*FEMALE 11262 1458 75.7 10329 1262 77.9 933 196 61.9 -16.0*
SES:

LOW 4961 634 64.6 4222 488 66.8 739 146 57.3MIDDLE 10748 1447 77.2 9954 1269 78.7 794 178 66.8 -11.9*HIGH 5874 753 86.5 5658 698 87.1 216 55 79.1 -8.0*
RACE:

WHITE 16405 2306 78.4 15238 2015 80.4 1167 290 64.4 -16.0*BLACK 2539 322 66.6 2268 268 67.4 271 54 62.9 -4.4ASIAN-AMERICAN 298 31 85.9 287 30 86.4 11 2 76.2 -10.2AMERICAN INDIAN 221 29 73.2 177 21 71.6 44 7 77.9 6.3MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1651 123 73.7 1428 96 76.1 223 27 65.1 -11.1*PUERTO RICAN 256 28 67.4 205 20 68.4 51 8 64.6 -3.8OTHER HISPANIC 804 75 75.6 703 59 77.8 101 16 67.6 -10.2
SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 19412 2647 76.0 17611 2259 78.0 1801 388 64.2 -13.8*PRIVATE 677 86 84.4 650 74 85.5 27 12 77.8 -7.7CATHOLIC 2155 188 84.4 2099 181 84.7 56 7 74.8 -10.0
GEOGRAPHIC REGTON:

NORTHEAST 4800 640 78.9 4494 574 80.5 306 65 64.2 -16.3*NORTH CENTRAL 6549 851 77.7 6096 752 79.6 453 99 63.0 -16.5*SOUTH 6967 953 73.8 6211 789 75.5 756 165 65.9 -9.5*NEST 3928 478 78.2 3559 400 80.7 369 77 65.2 -15.6*
CURRICULUM:

GENERAL 9775 1310 74.2 8759 1091 76.1 1016 219 64.9 -11.2*ACADEMIC 7857 970 83.1 7627 917 83.8 230 53 70.5 -13.3*VOCATIONAL 4202 587 72.9 3637 468 75.4 565 119 63.3 -12.1*
COMMUNITY TYPE:

URBAN 4460 558 75.6 3956 452 77.4 504 106 68.0 -9.4*SUBURBAN 11180 1420 78.6 10380 1249 80.3 800 171 66.1 -14.1*RURAL 6604 943 74.7 6024 814 76.9 580 129 60.4 -16.5*

NOTE: WEIGHTED N I3 IN THOUSANDS
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Table 3-29
MY MOTHER KEEPS CLOSE TRACK OF HOW NELL I AM DOING IN SCHOOL

(PERCENT TRUE)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE
N

WEIGHTED
14

1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

PERCENT

1982 SENIORS

PERCENT

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

DIFFERENCE

TOTAL 19817 2544665 91.0 87.5

SEX:
MALE 9548 1246547 91.6 87.4 -4.2*

FEMALE 10269 1298118 90.4 87.6 -2.9*

SES:
LOW 4330 520469 86.6 84.5 -2.2*

MIDDLE 9628 1280630 91.5 87.6 -4.0*

HIGH 5308 678840 93.4 89.7 -3.7*

RACE:
WHITE 14654 2016119 91.0 87.3 -3.7*

BLACK 2456 302866 91.8 88.6 -3.2*

ASIAN-AMERICAN 253 27515 87.2 85.0 -2.2

AMERICAN INDIAN 151 19451 95.0 87.6 -7.4

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1360 93679 87.9 87.5 -0.4

PUERTO RICAN 229 22589 90.0 87.0 -3.0

OTHER HISPANIC 687 59515 92.5 88.5 -4.0

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 17083 2286260 90.7 87.1 -3.6*

PRIVATE 635 74653 93.6 87.7 -5.9*

CATHOLIC 2099 183752 93.9 92.0 -1.9

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4471 590791 91.5 87.6 -3.9*

NORTH CENTRAL 5929 762098 90.7 86.9 -3.8*

SOUTH 6106 808532 91.2 88.4 -2.8*

NEST 3311 383244 90.4 86.5 -3.9*

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6346 821399 89.ft 85.5 -3.6*

ACADEMIC 8442 1050118 93.5 89.7 -3.8*

VOCATIONAL 4916 658939 89.5 86.6 -3.0*

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3938 467456 91.4 87.6 -3.8*

SUBURBAN 9929 1236014 91.1 87.1 -4.0*

RURAL 5950 841195 90.7 88.1 -2.6*
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Table 3-30
MY FATHER KEEPS CLOSE TRACK OF HOW WELL I AM DOING IN SCHOOL

(PERCENT TRUE)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE
N

WEIGHTED
N

1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

PERCENT

1982 SENIORS

PERCENT

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

DIFFERENCE
TOTAL 17730 2287732 80.5 76.9 -3.6*
SEX:

MALE 8604 1127450 80.9 77.8 -3.0*FEMALE 9126 1160281 80.1 76.0 -4.1*
SES:

LOW 3430 411871 69.1 66.5 -2.6MIDDLE 8795 1173372 80.4 76.8 -3.6*HIGH 5124 657202 87.6 83.6 -4.0*

RACE:
WHITE 13627 1876608 81.6 78.0 -3.6*BLACK 1764 217207 71.9 69.1 -2.9ASIAN-AMERICAN 242 25873 84.8 79.9 -4.9AMERICAN INDIAN 132 16662 80.5 76.5 -4.0MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1190 81568 77.0 74.6 -2.4PUERTO RICAN 166 17230 72.2 68.9 -3.4OTHER HISPANIC 587 50034 82.5 73.4 -9.1*

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 15233 2046559 79.8 76.3 -3.6*PRIVATE 596 70764 86.0 81.6 -4.4CATHOLIC 1901 170409 85.8 82.2 -3.6*

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 3979 53327 82.0 78.3 -3.7*NORTH CENTRAL 5414 69979. 80.9 76.5 -4.4*SOUTH 5335 703163 78.1 75.5 -2.6*WEST 3002 351539 82.1 78.2 -3.8*

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 5640 733576 77.3 72.7 -4.6*ACADEMIC 7749 968738 86.0 82.1 -3.9*VOCATIONAL 4256 574642 75.2 73.4 -1.8

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3269 391876 79.9 75.8 -4.1*SUBURBAN 9104 1139352 81.7 77.8 -3.9*RURAL 5357 756503 78.9 76.1 -2.8*
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Table 3-31

SINCE THE BEGINNING OF THIS SCHOOL YEAR, HON OFTEN HAVE YOUR PARENTS PHONED OR SAW A TEACHER, COUNSELOR OR PRINCIPAL?

(1=NEVER; 3=OFTEN)

1982 SENIORS

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 22822 2641686 1.51 0.6

SEX:
MALE 11143 1303424 1.55 0.6

FEMALE 11679 1338263 1.48 0.6

SES:
LOW 4670 503584 1.50 0.6

MIDDLE 10144 1209275 1.49 0.6

HIGH 5517 636613 1.53 0.6

RACE:
WHITE 16597 2072483 1.48 0.6

BLACK 2925 317563 1.71 0.7

ASIAN-AMERICAN 317 32147 1.39 0.6

AMERICAN INDIAN 194 22345 1.65 0.6

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1595 98924 1.49 0.6

PUERTO RICAN 282 24054 1.64 0.7

OTHER HISPANIC 836 66216 1.56 0.6

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 19821 2372442 1.52 0.6

PRIVATE 737 78898 1.54 0.6

CATHOLIC 2264 190346 1.47 0.6

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5357 643061 1.55 0.6

NORTH CENTRAL 6715 776599 1.48 0.6

SOUTH 6796 808327 1.52 0.6

WEST 3954 413700 1.52 0.6

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 7499 869533 1.53 0.6

ACADEMIC 9311 1048878 1.50 0.6

VOCATIONAL 5877 707973 1.52 0.6

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4772 508437 1.55 0.6

SUBURBAN 11403 1292477 1.52 0.6

RURAL 6647 840773 1.49 0.6
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Table 3-32
SINCE IRE BEGINNING OF THIS SCHOOL YEAR, HOW OFTEN HAVE YOUR PARENTS ATTENDED A PARENT-TEACHER CONFERENCE?

(1=NEVER: 3=OFTEN)

1982 SENIORS

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 22838 2638245 1.50 0.7

SEX:
MALE 11136 1298863 1.51 0.7
FEMALE 11702 1339382 1.48 0.7

SES:
LOW 4677 502792 1.41 0.6
MIDDLE 10153 1208747 1.50 0.7
HIGH 5518 635282 1.57 0.7

RACE:
WHITE 16603 2070996 1.49 0.7
BLACK 2919 315734 1.55 0.7
ASIAN-AMERICAN 314 31855 1.43 0.6
AMERICAN INDIAN 193 22132 1.40 0.6
MEX/CAN-AMERICAIN 1607 99425 1.44 0.6
PUERTO R/CAN 283 23975 1.55 0.7
OTHER HISPANIC 842 66189 1.51 0.7

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 19815 2368386 1.48 0.7
PRIVATE 745 79266 1.61 0.6
CATHOLIC 2278 190593 1.69 0.7

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5355 641833 1.50 0.6
NORTH CENTRAL 6719 776539 1.63 0.7
SOUTH 6800 805916 1.38 0.6
WEST 3964 413958 1.46 0.6

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 7503 868917 1.49 0.7
ACADEMIC 9337 1049972 1.54 0.7
VOCATIONAL 5863 704491 1.44 0.6

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4783 507692 1.49 0.7
SUBURBAN 11408 1290706 1.48 0.6
RURAL 6647 839847 1.52 0.7
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Table 3-3j

SINCE THE BEGINNING OF THIS SCHOOL YEAR, HOW OFTEN HAVE YOUR PARENTS DONE VOLUNTEER MORK FOR SCHOOL PROJECTS?
(1=NEVER; 3=OFTEN)

1982 SENIORS

SAMPLE
N

WEIGHTED
N MEAN S.D.

TOTL 22831 2638591 2.38 0.6

SEX:
MALE 11134 1299620 1.37 0.6

FEMALE 11697 1338971 1.39 0.6

SEW
LOW 4685 503613 1.24 0.5

MIDDLE 10151 1208850 1.37 0.6

H/GH 5516 635700 1.54 0.7

RACE:
WHITE 16602 2071426 1.40 0.6

BLACK 2914 315246 1.33 0.6

ASIAN-AMERICAN 315 31901 1.29 0.6

AMERICAN INDIAN 195 22425 1.36 0.6

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1605 99390 1.32 0.6

PUERTO RICAN 282 23791 1.15 0.4

OTHER HISPANIC 842 66495 1.29 0.6

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 19805 2367614 1.35 0.6

PRIVATE 746 79837 1.66 0.7

CATHOLIC 2280 191140 1.64 0.7

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5353 641770 1.35 0.6

NORTH CENTRAL 6709 775305 1.38 0.6

SOUTH 6808 807567 1.41 0.6

WEST 3961 413948 1.36 0.6

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 7484 866582 1.32 0.6

ACADEMIC 9349 1052227 1.50 0.7

VOCATIONAL 5864 705105 1.28 0.6

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4776 507133 1.30 0.6

SUBURBAN 11411 1291802 1.39 0.6

RURAL 6644 839656 1.41 0.6
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Table 3-34

SINCE THE BEGINNING OF THIS SCHOOL YEAR, HOW OFTEN HAVE YOUR PARENTS ATTENDED A PTA MEETING?
(1=NEVER; 3=OFTEN)

1982 SENIORS

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 22820 2636760 1.26 0.5

SEX:
MALE 11125 1297298 1.27 0.5
FEMALE 11695 1339462 1.26 0.5

SES:
LOW 4690 503644 1.22 0.5
MIDDLE 10127 1206033 1.24 0.5
HIGH 5510 635218 1.33 0.6

RACE:
WHITE 16571 2067654 1.23 0.5
BLACK 2933 317502 1.45 0.6
ASIAN-AMERICAN 314 31970 1.31 0.5
AMERICAN INDIAN 193 22134 1.21 0.5
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1603 99287 1.30 0.6
PUERTO R:CAN 286 24112 1.25 0.5
OTHER HISPANIC 844 66169 1.27 0.5

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 19810 2366936 1.24 0.5
PRIVATE 740 79272 1.45 0.7
CATHOLIC 2270 190552 1.46 0.7

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5339 639815 1.25 0.5
NORTH CENTRAL 6695 774163 1.20 0.5
SOUTH 6826 809300 1.34 0.6
NEST 3960 413483 1.24 0.5

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 7489 867427 1.22 0.5
ACADEMIC 9327 1049526 1.32 0.6
VOCATIONAL 5872 705262 1.23 0.5

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4788 508312 1.31 0.6
SUBURBAN 11397 1289848 1.26 0.5
RURAL 6635 838601 1.24 0.5
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Table 3-35

SINCE THE BEGINNING OF THIS SCHOOL YEAR, HOW OFTEN HAVE YOUR PARENTS VISITED CLASSES?
(1=NEVER; 3=OFTEN)

1982 SENIORS

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 22621 2615153 1.24 0.5

SEX:
MALE 11032 1288065 1.24 0.5
FEMALE 11589 1327088 1.23 0.5

SES:
LOW 4629 498071 1.22 0.5
MIDDLE 10057 1197746 1.22 0.5
HIGH 5469 631322 1.27 0.5

RACE:
WHITE 16473 2055649 1.21 0.4
BLACK 2872 310492 1.37 0.6
ASIAN-AMERICAN 316 32028 1.24 0.4
AMERICAN INDIAN 194 22223 1.30 0.5
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1582 97856 1.30 0.5
PUERTO RICAN 283 24467 1.38 0.6
OTHER HISPANIC 826 64530 1.29 0.5

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 19633 2347418 1.23 0.5
PRIVATE 735 78474 1.25 0.5
CATHOL/C 2253 189260 1.27 0.5

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5302 635962 1.25 0.5
NORTH CENTRAL 6658 770285 1.21 0.5
SOUTH 6740 799370 1.24 0.5
WEST 3921 409536 1.25 0.5

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 7429 860397 1.21 0.5
ACADEMIC 9263 1043229 1.25 0.5
VOCATIONAL 5798 697092 1.25 0.5

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4723 502249 1.30 0.5
SUBURBAN 11304 1279516 1.23 0.5
RURAL 6594 833387 1.22 0.5
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16. Non-School Learning

One way in which parents contribute to their children's education is byproviding them with out-of-school learning opportunities, such as visits to
museums, music lessons, travel, etc. The extent of these opportunities was
determined for all sophomores in 1980 (see Table 3-36). As can be seen, the
typical sophomore reported having had 2.96 of five non-school learning
experiences. Sophomores who remained in high school had significantly mote
non-school learning experiences (3.01) than did sophomores who later becamedropouts (2.65). Females reported more non-school learning experiences
than males. Whites and Asian Americans reported more non-school learning
experiences than other racial/ethnic groups. Non-sChool learning experiences
increased with SES, were higher among students in nonpublic than in public
schools, and were higher for students in the academic curriculum.

17. Study Aids in the Home

The students were asked in 1980 and in 1982 if they had any of six
study aids: a place to study, newspaper, encyclopedia, typewriter, books,
and calculator. The results, a mean of the number of study aids available,
are shown in Tables 3-37 and 3-38. In 1980 the mean for all sophomores was
4.48; sophomores who remained in school averaged 4.57 study aids while those
who later became dropouts averaged only 3.94, a significant difference. The
mean number of study aids in the homes of the in-school panel of students
increased slightly but significantly between the students' sophomore and
senior years from 4.59 to 4.76. This increase was greatest in the homes of
low SES students and in the homes of Asian-American, Black and Mexican-
American students.

In 1982 the seniors were also asked if they had a microcomputer or
mini-computer in their home. The results are shown in Table 3-39. As
can be seen, 8 percent of the seniors reported having a computer.
Computers were found most often in the homes of private school students,high SES students, males, and students living in the West.

18. Summary

In summary, the average student in this study was about 15.5 years
old at the time the 1980 data was collected from the sophomores. This
student had lived in the United States for most or all of her/his life,
had been read to as a preschooler about once a week, attended kindergarten,
and had few flack or Hispanic classmates prior to high school. About
one-third of the students had changed schools and about 13 percent had
repeated a grade. About 8 percent of the sophomores had a limiting
physical condition. About 70 percent of the sophomores reported that
they lived with both natural parents; the mean number of siblings was
3.04. The majority of students reported that their parents had spent
most or all of their lives in the United States. The average parent
had completed high school. Maternal employment had increased as thestudents became older. The average student reported that his/her
parents, especially the mother, kept close track of school progress.
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Table 3-36

NOWSCHOOL LEARNINS EXPERIENCES
ICOUNT or MUSIC LESSONS, OUT...01147AT* TRAVEL, DANCE LESSONS, MUSEUM, TRAVEL OUTSIDE U.S./

ALL SOPNOMORES

ALL SOPHOMORES...1980

SOPHOMORES SOPHOMORES
NNO STAYED IN SCHOOL WHO DROPPED OUT
UNTIL SENIOR FOLLOWUP BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP
N

NTO
N MEAN S.D.

SANP
N

NTO
N MEAN S.D.

SAMP
N

NTO
N MEAN S.D.

DROPOUTS
MINUS
STAYERS

EFFECT
SIZE

117TAL 24518 3212 2.96 1.1 22264 2738 3.01 1.1 2254 483 2.65 1.2 .4.36* .4.32

SEX:
MALE 11030 1409 2.77 1.0 10804 1358 2.81 1.0 1146 254 2.54 1.1 .4.27* .4.26

FEMALE 12448 1613 3.14 1.2 11380 1383 3.20 1.2 1108 229 2.77 1.2 .4.43* .4.37

SES:
LON 5940 763 2.40 1.1 5015 578 2.41 1.1 925 185 2.36 1.2 -0.04 .4.04

MIDDLE 11597 1561 2.99 1.0 10704 1362 3.01 1.0 893 199 2.81 1.1 .4.20* .4.20

NM 6096 783 3.53 1.0 5856 722 3.55 1.0 240 61 3.22 1.1 .4.33* .4.34

DACE:
UNITE 17614 2485 3.06 1.1 16264 2150 3.11 1.1 1350 335 2.74 1.1 .4.37* 4.3.5

BLACK 3195 405 2.49 1.2 2822 332 2.52 1.2 373 73 2.31 1.3 .4.21 .4.18

ASIAWAMERICAN 326 34 3.27 1.3 308 32 3.27 1.3 18 2 3.29 1.5 0.02 0.02

AMERICAN INDIAN 251 32 2.62 1.2 197 24 2.58 1.2 54 9 2.71 1.3 0.13 0.11

MEXICAWAMERICAN 1832 137 2.45 1.2 1566 103 2.73 1.2 266 34 2.40 1.2 .4.33 4.28

PUERTO RICAN 326 35 2.89 1.1 259 25 2.86 1.2 67 11 2.98 1.0 0.12 0.11

OTHER HISPANIC 894 82 2.83 1.2 783 66 2.87 1.2 111 17 2.67 1.3 .4.20 .4.16

WOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 21460 2928 2.92 1.1 19304 2467 2.97 2.1 2164 462 2.64 1.2 -0.33* -.0.29

PRIVATE 718 92 3.45 1.0 689 78 3.55 1.0 29 13 2.88 0.8 -0.67 -0.69

CATHOLIC 2332 201 3.29 1.0 2271 193 3.31 1.0 61 8 2.84 0.7 -0.46* .4.46

INIOBRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5346 709 3.14 1.1 4965 629 3.18 1.1 381 81 2.87 1.1 4.31* .4.29

NORTH CENTRAL 7060 915 3.01 1.1 6531 802 3.06 1.0 529 114 2.66 1.1 -0.40* -0.39

SOUTH 7778 1067 2.67 1.2 6866 872 2.72 1.2 912 195 2.44 1.2 -0.29* .0.25

NRST 4334 530 3.19 1.1 3902 436 3.25 1.1 432 94 2.90 1 1 -0.35* A1.31

CURRICULUM:
OENERAL 10801 1452 2.87 1.1 9588 1189 2.92 1.1 1213 263 2.66 1.l -0.27* .4.24

ACADEMIC 8475 1045 3.32 1.0 8195 982 3.34 1.0 280 63 2.97 1.1 -0.37* -0.36

VOCATIONAL 4766 663 2.62 1.2 4097 323 2.64 1.1 669 139 2.56 1.2 -0.08 -0.07

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 5166 643 2.91 1.1 4525 513 2.96 1.1 641 130 2.73 1.1 -0.24* .4.21

SUBURBAN 12111 1540 3.10 2.1 11187 1340 3.16 1.1 924 201 2.72 1.2 -0.44* -0.40

RURAL 7241 1838 2.77 1.1 6552 am 2.81 1.1 689 152 2.49 1.1 -0.32* -0.29

Nom WEISMTED N IS Bo mumps
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Table 3-37

NUMBER OF STUDY AIDS AVAILABLE IN THE HOME
:COUNT OF PLACE TO STUDY, NEWSPAPER, ENCYCLOPEDIA,TYPEWRITER, BOOKS, CALCULATOR)

ALL SOPHOMORES-2980

DAMP
N

ALL SOPHOMORES

NTO
N MEAN S.D.

SOPHOMORES
NHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

UNTIL SENIOR FOLLOWUP

DAMP WTO
N N MEAN S.D.

SOPHOMORES
WHO DROPPED OUT

BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUF_

DAMP NTO
N N MEAN S.D.

DROPOUTS
MINUS

STAYERS

TOTAL 22497 2962 4.48 1.4 20515 2535 4.57 1.3 1982 427 3.94 1.6 -0.63*

SEX:
MALE 10834 1452 4.50 1.4 9848 1232 4.59 1.3 986 220 4.03 1.6 -0.55*FENALE 11663 1510 4.46 1.3 10667 1303 4.56 1.3 996 207 3.84 1.5 -0.72%

WS:
LON 5348 685 3.22 1.4 4496 516 3.28 1.4 852 169 3.04 1.5 -0.24MIDDLE 10885 1471 4.68 1.1 10070 1288 4.72 1.0 815 183 4.41 1.2 -0.32*HIGH 5797 747 5.32 0.8 5578 690 5.33 0.8 219 57 5.28 0.9 -0.04

RACE:
WHITE 16462 2324 4.65 1.2 15252 2022 4.73 1.2 1210 302 4.13 1.5 -0.60*BLACK 2738 347 3.85 1.6 2424 286 3.91 1.5 314 61 3.55 1.7 -0.36ASIAN-AMERICAN 311 33 4.61 1.5 295 31 4.65 1.4 16 2 4.11 1.5 -0.54AMERICAN INDIAN 217 29 3.94 1.6 173 21 4.17 1.5 44 7 3.26 1.7 -0.92MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1634 121 3.67 1.6 1404 92 3.77 1.6 230 29 3.34 1.6 -0.43PUERTO RICAN 283 30 3.63 1.5 225 21 3.75 1.5 58 9 3.34 1.5 -0.40OTHER HISPANIC 795 72 4.18 1.5 693 57 4.32 1.4 102 15 3.64 1.5 -0.69

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 19646 2684 4.43 1.4 17748 2278 4.52 1.3 1898 407 3.92 1.6 -0.60*PRIVATE 690 88 5.06 1.0 662 74 5.17 1.0 28 13 4.42 1.1 -0.76CATHOLIC 2161 190 5.00 1.1 2105 183 5.03 1.0 56 7 4.28 1.5 -0.75

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4999 665 4.69 1.2 4656 593 4.76 1.2 341 72 4.16 1.5 -0.60*NORTH CENTRAL 6447 843 4.59 1.3 5984 744 4.67 1.2 463 100 3.98 1.5 -0.69*SOUTH 6962 952 4.21 1.5 6169 782 4.30 1.5 793 170 3.80 1.6 -0.49*WEST 4089 502 4.56 1.3 3704 417 4.67 1.3 385 85 3.99 1.5 -0.68*

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 9863 1331 4.37 1.4 6774 1094 4.47 1.3 1089 237 3.91 1.5 -0.56*ACADEMIC 8028 992 4.88 1.1 7776 936 4.91 1.1 252 56 4.39 1.4 -0.52*VOCATIONAL 4195 585 4.14 1.5 3630 466 4.22 1.4 565 119 3.81 1.6 -0.42*

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4676 587 4.40 1.4 4110 471 4.49 1.4 566 117 4.00 1.5 -0.50*SUBURBAN 11190 1420 4.63 1.3 10379 1245 4.72 1.2 811 176 4.02 1.6 -0.70*RURAL 6631 954 4.31 1.4 6026 819 4.40 1.4 605 135 3.79 1.6 -0.62*

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANDS
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EFFECT
SIZE

-0.48

-0.42
-0.55

-0.27
-0.30
-0.05

-0.50
-0.23
-0.37
-0.59
-0.26
-0.27
-0.47

-0.45
-0.76
-0.72

-0.49
-0.57
-0.34
-0.53

-0.42
-0.46
-0.28

-0.36
-0.56
-0.44



Table 3-38

NUMBER OF STUDY AIDS AVAILABLE IN THE HOME
(COUNT OF PLACE TO STUDY, NEWSPAPER, ENCYCLOPEDIA,TYPEWRITER, BOOKS, CALCULATOR)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
NHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 19484 2512115 4.59 1.3 4.76 1.3 1.3 0.2* 0.1

SEX:
MALE 9242 1213355 4.61 1.3 4.78 1.3 1.3 0.2* 0.1

FEMALE 10242 1298761 4.57 1.3 4.74 1.2 1.3 0.2* 0.1

SES:
LOW 4223 504921 3.30 1.4 3.82 1.5 1.4 0.5* 0.4

MIDDLE 9605 1283563 4.73 1.0 4.83 1.1 1.1 0.1* 0.1

HIGH 5319 684236 5.33 0.8 5.35 0.9 0.8 0.0 0.0

RACE:
WHITE 14577 2013101 4.73 1.2 4.87 1.2 1.2 0.1* 0.1

BLACK 2251 277812 3.93 1.5 4.25 1.5 1.5 0.3* 0.2

ASIAN-AMERICAN 282 30762 4.62 1.5 5.05 1.1 1.3 0.4* 0.3

AMERICAN INDIAN 160 21177 4.20 1.5 4.53 1.4 1.4 0.3 0.2

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1329 90681 3.79 1.6 4.12 1.5 1.6 0.3* 0.2

PUERTO RICAN 206 20049 3.78 1.5 4.10 1.5 1.5 0.3 0.2

OTHER HISPANIC 654 55644 4.33 1.5 4.54 1.4 1.4 0.2 0.2

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 16814 2256493 4.53 1.3 4.71 1.3 1.3 0.2* 0.1

PRIVATE 632 73015 5.20 1.0 5.15 1.0 1.0 -0.0 -0.0

CATHOLIC 2038 182608 5.03 1.0 5.21 0.9 1.0 0.2* 0.2

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4434 587256 4.77 1.2 4.91 1.2 1.2 0.1* 0.1

NORTH CENTRAL 5703 742096 4.67 1.2 4.81 1.2 1.2 0.1* 0.1

SOUTH 5850 774252 4.32 1.4 4.56 1.4 1.4 0.2* 0.2

WEST 3497 408511 4.68 1.3 4.82 1.2 1.3 0.1* 0.1

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6278 814394 4.40 1.3 4.59 1.3 1.3 0.2* 0.1

ACADEMIC 8351 1045514 4.92 1.1 5.06 1.1 1.1 0.1* 0.1

VOCATIONAL 4763 640458 4.29 1.4 4.48 1.4 1.4 0.2* 0.1

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3873 462880 4.51 1.3 4.71 1.3 1.3 0.2* 0.2

SUBURBAN 9850 1233228 4.73 1.2 4.89 1.2 1.2 0.2* 0.1

RURAL 5761 816008 4.42 1.3 4.59 1.3 1.3 0.2* 0.1
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Table 3-39
DO YOU HAVE A MICROCOMPUTER OR MINICOMPUTER IN YOUR NOME?

(0=NO; 1=YES)

1982 SENIORS

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
PERCENT

TOTAL 23165 2675934 8.0

SEX:
MALE 11366 1326937 10.2
FEMALE 11799 1348998 5.9

SES:
LOW 4716 507369 3.8
MIDDLE 10248 1221144 6.8
HIGH 5592 644364 12.2

RACE:
WHITE 16780 2095313 8.3
BLACK 2976 321464 5.5
ASIAN-AMERICAN 339 35181 9.9
AMERICAN /ND1AN 206 23849 9.7
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1679 104472 7.4
PUERTO RICAN 283 24191 7.2
OTHER HISPANIC 858 67369 9.3

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 20136 2405262 7.8
PRIVATE 737 78270 13.3
CATHOLIC 2292 192403 8.7

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5365 642799 7.6
NORTH CENTRAL 6765 781745 7.6
SOUTH 6915 821029 7.5
WEST 4120 430361 10.4

CURRICULUM?
GENERAL 7622 882033 7.8
ACADEMIC 9420 1060162 8.1
VOCATIONAL 5997 719832 8.1

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4902 519517 7.7
SUBURBAN 11624 1317992 9.0
RURAL 6639 838426 6.6
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But parental involvement with the school was low. The typical family
provided multiple opportunities for non-school learning and a variety of
study aids in the home. There were substantial variations, especially
across socioeconomic groups. Students who later became dropouts showed
considerable differences on most variables from students who remained in
school. Differences were especially large for students' age, number of
school changes, and household structure.
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Chapter 4

SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS, SCHOOL RESOURCES AND
SCHOOL POLICIES AND PRACTICES

This chapter describes the schools that students in the sample
attended betweeh 1980 and 1982. Three areas are examined: (1) student
body characteristics, (2) school resources, and (3) school policies and
practices. Data are drawn from the school questionnaires unless other-
wise noted. Schools are grouped by five classification variables:
(1) average SES of their students, (2) school type, (3) geographic
region, (4) community type, and (5) size.

There were 1,015 schools
in 1980; 997 responded to the
schools were dropped from the
closed, had merged with other
Year. Seventeen schools that

that participated in the Base Year survey
school questionnaire. Forty of the 1,015
1982 follow-up survey because they had
schools, or had no sophomores in the Base
received en bloc transfers of all students

from Base Year survey schools were added to the sample, for a total of
992 schools. School questionnaires were obtained from 956 of the Base
Year schools and 14 of the "transfer" schools. When we report data in
this chaptet for 1980 only, we use answers drawn from the 997 respondents
to the Base Year questionnaire. When data are reported for both 1980 and
1982, the sample is restricted to the schools that answered both the 1980
and 1982 school questionnaires.

A. SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS

Students' achievement, attitudes, and behavior are influenced by the
demographic makeup of the schools they attend as well as by their
personal characteristics. For example, the educational programs provided
in a school will be designed to meet the educational and occupational
plans of its students and their special educational needs. Schools
with 70 percent of their students bound for college will provide more
II college prep" courses than a school where fewer than 30 percent go on
to an academic, podi-secondary program. Schools with large numbers of
students in need of remediation will have to focus more resources on a
basic skills curriculum than will schools with few such students. The
1980 school questionnaire contains five measures of student body composi-
tion: (1) racial/ethnic composition; (2) student absenteeism and dropout
rates; (3) percentage of students classified as needing special educational
services; (4) percentage of college-bound students; and (5) percentage of
schools with special entrance requirements.

1. Racial/Ethnic Composition

Table 4-1 shows the percentage of high schools that were predominately
White, predominately non-White, and integrated in 1980. More than
one-half of the schools were 95 to 100 percent White, 35 percent were 50
to 94 percent White, and 12 percent were predominately non-White. These
figur,ts vary widely, however, when schools are grouped by the five



Table 4-1

PERCENT OF STUDENTS WHO ARE /0IITE, 1980

NUMBER
OF

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS

2
WITH

2
WITH

2
WITH

2
WITH

SCHOOLS (WEIGHTED) 0-49 X 50-79 2 80-94 X 95-100

TOTAL 960 20044 11.5 15.3 19.8 53.4

AVERAGE SES OF SCHOOL:
LOW 227 4408 37.0 14.4 15.1 33.4

MEDIUM 475 10566 4.1 17.6 15.5 62.8

HIGH 244 4946 4.9 10.0 33.1 52.0

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 841 15454 12.6 15.9 18.4 53.1

CATHOLIC 81 1542 6.7 24.8 32.9 35.7

PRIVATE 37 302u 1.7 6.3 20.4 64.6

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 205 3421 5.8 10.9 24.2 59.1

NORTH CENTRAL 270 5910 3.3 4.1 12.1 80.5
SOUTH 290 6715 20.1 27.1 20.4 32.4

WEST 194 3976 14.2 15.2 26.5 44.1

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 242 3498 26.9 20.2 21.9 30.9

SUBURBAN 462 7118 6.2 16.6 27.9 49.3

RURAL 255 9407 9.8 12.2 12.9 65.1

SCHOOL SIZE:
0 - 199 58 6016 6.8 9.5 16.8 66.9

200 - 499 109 4667 14.9 13.0 19.7 52.4

500 - 999 185 3688 10.5 18.6 16.0 55.0

1000 - 1999 364 3704 10.4 22.4 29.3 37.9

2000 a ABOVE 183 94f, 26.5 27.5 22.8 23.2

NOTE: PERCENTAGES ARE BASED ON WEIGHTED DATA.
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classification variables. For example, 37 percent of the schools that
had a student body with a low average SES were predominately minority,
compared with 4 or 5 percent of ihe medium and high SES schools. A
larger percentage of large schools (2,000 pupils or more) and of schools
located in the South and in urban communities were predominately non-White.
Catholic schools were more likely to have integrated student bodies; that
is, 58 percent of Ceiholic schools had student bodies that were 50 to 94
percent White, while 34 percent of public schools had this composition.

Table 4-2 shcas the percentage of schools that have varying concen-

trations of Black ald Hispanic students. While 8 percent of all schools
are estimated to be majority Black, 25 percent of low SES schools, 16
percent of school: in the South, and 18 percent of urban schools have

this racial makeup. Six percent of the nation's schools are estimated to
have an enrollment chat is 20 percent or more Hispanic. This figure
increases to 12 percent of low SES schools, 14 percent of Catholic
schools, and 15 petcent of schoolu located in the West.

Schools renort that, on uverage, 5 percent of their students speak
another language at home. (See Table 4-3.) This percentage is considerably
higher in urban schcols, in rchools located in the West, and in schools
enrolling 2,00( stud-nts yr more. It is slightly higher in Catholic
schools, reflect.ng j14. 1.-trger concentration of Hispanic students described
above.

One factor affecting the racial/ethnic composition of the schools is
court-ordered desegracion. Table 4-4 shows the percent of high schools
with a court dssegregation order in effect in 1980. Thirteen percent of
all schools fell under such an order, but the impact was greatest in the
South and in urtan communities.

2. Stud.nts' absenteeism and Dropout Rates

Schools are grouped by approximate average daily attendance rates in
Table 4-5. In 1980, 36 percent of the schools had high attendance rates
(95 to 100 percent), while 6 percent showed high absenteeism (attendance
rates of 0-84 percent). High absenteeism rates are found among low SES
schools, schools located in the West, urban schools and large schools,
while an above average percentage of Catholic schools and small schools
reports low absenteeism rates.

Dropout rates are measured as the percent of high school sophomores
who dropped out of school before graduation, as reported by the school
administratlyn. Table 4-6 shows that reported dropout rates declined
slightly between 1980 and 1982, especially in low SES schools, and
in schools located in the Northeast and South, while dropout rates
increased in urban schools and the smaller schools (fewer than 1,000
students).



Table 4-2

PERCENT OF STUDENTS WHO ARE BLACK OR HISPANIC, 1980

NUMBER

OF

NUMBER OF

SCHOOLS

BLACK

X

WITH

X

WITH

X

WITH

X

WITH

NUMBER

OF

NUMBER OF

SCHOOLS

HISPANIC

X

WITH

X

WITH

X

WTH
X

WITH

SCHOOLS (WEIGHTED) 0-4 7. 5-19 X 20-49 Y. 50-100 I. SCHOOLS (WEIGHTED) 0-4 X 5-19 X 20-49 X 50-100 X

959 20033 68.3 14.3 9.8 7.7 960 20079 81.7 11.8 4.1 2.4

I OF SCHOOL:

227 4408 49.0 13.6 12.2 25.2 227 4415 81.4 7.1 4.4 7.1

475 10566 76.5 11.1 10.3 2.1 475 10591 82.9 11.1 4.6 1.4

243 4935 68.7 21.2 6.1 4.0 244 4950 80.1 17.5 1.9 0.4

840 15442 67.4 13.0 11.0 8.6 841 15488 83.6 10.2 4.0 2.2

IC 81 1542 60.7 29.6 6.4 3.3 81 1542 68.0 18.3 11.1 2.6

37 3026 77.1 12.5 5.2 5.2 37 3026 79.7 16.7 0.0 3.5

REGION:

AST 205 3421 67.2 19.8 9.8 3.2 205 3421 88.0 7.9 2.9 1.2

CENTRAL 270 5910 87.6 7.1 2.5 2.8 267 5899 94.8 3.6 1.6 0.0 1

289 6704 46.6 18.6 18.9 15.9 292 6750 83.6 9.9 4.1 2.4 Ch

194 3976 77.6 12.6 5.2 4.7 195 3987 54.4 30.5 8.1 7.0 ts

1PE:

242 3498 44.9 19.3 17.8 18.0 241 3493 63.8 24.9 5.6 5.7

(AN 461 7106 65.8 20.8 9.5 3.9 460 7091 80.9 12.8 4.6 1.6

255 9407 79.0 7.3 7.0 6.7 258 9473 89.1 6.2 2.9 1.7

9 us 6016 79.8 9.9 4.9 5.3 58 6016 82.4 11.9 4.4 1.3

499 109 4667 73.5 8.1 8.7 9.7 109 4667 85.3 9.8 1.4 3.5

999 185 3688 62.3 19.0 12.1 6.7 185 3716 87.9 5.2 4.6 2.3

, 1999 363 3693 55.2 22.7 14.2 7.9 365 3725 75.9 17.7 4.9 1.5

V ABOVE 183 946 46.2 18.3 22.3 13.2 183 946 56.9 28.2 9.2 5.7

WAGES ARE BASED ON WEIGHTED DATA.
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ra'31e 4-3

PERCENT OF STUDENTS wi ANOTHER LANGUAGE AT HOME, 1980

NUMBER
OF

SCHOOLS

NUMER OF
SCHOOLS

(WEIGHTED)
MEAN

RESPONSE
STD.

DEVIATION

TOTAL 969 20467 4.85 14.17

AVERAGE SES OF SCHOOL:
LOW 208 3835 7.22 17.17MOM 470 10504 4.66 15.50
HIGH 213 4266 3.73 6.52

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 788 14654 3.75 11.25
CATHOLIC 72 1395 5.57 10.85
PRIVATE 33 2565 11.66 25.79

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST lats 3181 4.50 9.46
NORTH CENTRAL 252 5861 1.29 5.40
SOUTH 278 6358 3.69 10.75
WEST 175 3215 14.70 26.60

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 222 2835 14.39 26.51
SUBURBAN 425 6655 4.44 12.01
RURAL 246 9124 2.44 8.02

SCHOOL SIZE:
0 - 199 50 5319 5.14 16.87
200 - 499 104 4524 4.22 12.57
500 - 999 174 3586 4.08 12.92
1000 - 1999 348 3547 4.52 10.18
2000 A ABOVE 170 885 10.65 20.18
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Tab le 4-4

PERCENT OF SCHOOLS WITH A am DESEGREGATION ORDER IN EFFECT, 1980

NUMBER
OF

SCHOOLS

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS
(WEIGHTED)

MEAN
RESPONSE

STD.
DEVIATION

TOTAL 980 20081 13.31 33.97

AVERAGE SES OF SCHOOL:
LOW 212 3875 21.07 40.78
MEDIUM 469 10:505 8.56 27.97
HIGH 220 4101 15.98 36.64

' HOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 805 14814 12.37 32.93
CATHOLIC 70 1302 15.12 35.82
PRIVATE 28 2174 14.65 35.37

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 188 3080 13.39 34.05
WIRTH CENTRAL 257 5926 5.04 21.89
SOUTH 278 6464 23.28 42.26
WEST 180 2900 4.98 21.75

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 223 2536 42.26 49.40
SUBURB4N 430 6652 11.61 32.03
RURAL 250 9181 5.62 23.04

SCHOOL SIZE:
0 - 199 48 5004 9.34 29.10
200 - 499 103 4578 6.22 24.15
500 - 999 175 3590 11.92 32.41
1000 - 1999 358 3646 20.19 40.14
2000 & ABOVE 171 895 37.18 48.33
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Table 4-5

AVERAGE DAILY PERCENT ATTENDANCE, 1980

NUMBER
OF

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS

X
WITH

X
WITH

X
WITH

X
WITH

SCHOOLS (WEIGHTED) 0-84 X 85-89 X 90-94 X 95-100 X

TOTAL 959 19996 5.8 9.7 48.7 35.8

AVERAGE SES OF SCHOOL:
LOW 228 4305 14.7 11.8 53.7 19.8
MEDIUM 477 10649 2.9 8.9 48.0 40.3
HIGH 240 4917 4.3 9.1 45.6 41.0

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 840 15404 6.5 9.3 53.5 30.6
CATHOLIC 81 1544 0.2 1.3 26.5 71.9
PRIVATE 37 3026 5.2 15.6 35.8 43.4

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 203 3253 7.5 9.8 47.0 35.7
NORTH CENTRAL 274 6156 4.4 4.4 42.8 48.4
SOUTH 293 6626 2.6 10.5 60.2 26.7
WEST 188 3939 11.9 16.2 40.1 31.8

COMMUNITY TYPE:
()Mk& 242 3491 15.2 25.9 32.0 26.9
SUBURBAN 462 7065 5.6 7.2 53.0 34.2
RURAL 254 9419 2.4 5.4 51.8 40.4

SCHOOL SIZE:
0 - 199 58 6016 8.3 9.9 40.2 41.6
200 - 499 108 4584 0.9 5.5 47.9 45.7
500 - 999 188 3769 3.4 10.1 48.3 38.2
1000 - 1999 362 3705 6.5 11.9 61.2 20.4
2000 A ABOVE 183 939 15.4 20.3 48.2 16.2

ROTE: PERCENTAGES ARE BASED ON WEIGHTED DATA.
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Table 4-6

PINCIIIT OF oomonoon DOOPPINS OUT BEF001 1141Y SRADUATE

1980 OU1STIONAIRE 1902 RUESTIOWAIRE

NUNN
or

SCHOOLS

NUNES OF
SCHOOLS

INSIONTIO)

X
WITH
04 X

X
WITH
5-9 X

X

WITH
10-19 X

X

WITN
10-100 X

NUMBER

or
SCHOOLS

NUMBER OF

SCHOOLS
(WEIGHT101

X

WITH
0-4 X

X

WITH
5-9 X

X

WITH
10-19 X

x
WITH

20-100 X

811 18486 47.7 14.0 10.6 7.8 899 18486 47.8 25.6 19.7 6.9

III OF loam
208 3830 34.7 11.7 32.9 20.8 208 3830 39.6 24.7 19.7 16.1

ROI 469 11496 43.8 i41.0 21.0 5.3 469 10496 (3.0 31.4 22.6 3.0

120 4148 69.6 10.1 8.2 1.0 120 4148 67.5 11.8 12.7 8.0

CPU
LTC 713 14667 37.5 17.1 25.6 9.8 793 14667 41.0 30.6 22.0 6.4

10LIC 74 1411 811.7 8.9 1.3 0.0 74 1411 93.1 4.1 2.0 0.7

PAU 31 2488 00.1 13.1 1.4 0.0 32 2408 62.9 7.9 16.1 13.1

IC SISION(

MAST 184 3111 51.4 24.0 20.1 3.5 184 3112 61.0 25.5 10.3 3.2

MO CINIRAL 258 5916 50.4 28.2 17.4 4.1 258 5116 50.0 21.2 16.1 2.6 1

m 288 6349 45.0 18.6 25.3 11.1 280 4349 43.7 29.1 19.2 8.1 Ch

r 177 38111 43.4 26.9 17.5 12.2 177 309, 38.9 26.9 18.0 16.2 I°

f TM)
AN 219 2719 57.2 11.3 16.0 14.6 219 2799 44.6 14.5 25.0 15.9

JIM 417 6331 48.6 28.6 16.5 6.2 427 6331 53.4. 27.0 14.7 4.6

IL 153 9355 4A3 24.6 24.4 6.8 253 9355 44.9 27.9 21.6 5.7

Gell

199 47 4906 75.5 18.3 5.4 0.9 47 4986 56.7 15.3 20.7 7.4

. 499 196 4600 47.0 25.0 22.0 6.0 106 4658 50.5 30.2 16.0 3.4

199 174 3541 40.6 26.0 25.7 7.7 174 1541 46.2 30.8 17.7 5.2

0 - 1919 351 3605 31.7 29.9 15.9 12.5 351 3605 36.9 30.2 22.5 8.4

1 8 AIM 166 861 22.5 28.8 25.0 23.7 166 861 36.1 22.3 26.8 12.7

ACINTANS ABB BASIO CM WEIONT10 BATA.
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3. Students with Special Educational Needs

Table 4-7 shows the mean percent of students classified by schools
as handicapped in 1980, 3.7 percent. A slightly larger percentage of
students are classified as handicapped in low SES than in high SES
schools, in urban than in rural schools, and in schools in the West.
Little variation exists among schools grouped by size. Catholic schools
have only 1 percent of their students classified as handicapped compared
with 4 percent in public schools.

Tables 4-8 and 4-9 group schools by the percentage of students
who needed remedial help in mathematics, reading, or English in 1982.
Twenty-one percent of the schools reported 30 percent or more of their
students needing remedial math help, and 18 percent of the schools
reported 30 percent or more of their students needing remedial reading or
English help. Considerable variation appears when schools are grouped by
student SES, school type, region, and community type. Forty to 47
percent of low SES schools have large percentages of students needing
remedial help, compared with 10 to 15 percent of medium and high SES
schools. While public and Catholic schools do not differ a great deal in
the percent of students needing remediation in mathematics, 20 percent of
public schools report large numbers of students needing remedial reading
or English help compared with 3 to 6 percent of Catholic schools. The
need for remediation is also higher in the South and West than in the
Northeast and North-Central regions, and in urban than in suburban or
rural schools.

4. College-Bound Students

The concentration of college-bound students in schools is shown
in Table 4-10. In 1982, 45 percent of the schools reported that 50
percent or more of their graduates attended a 2- or 4-year college.
These percentages ranged, however, from 21 percent in low SES schools to
86 percent in high SES schools; from 37 percent in public schools to 92
percent in Catholic schools; and from 62 percent in urban schools to 39
percent in rural schools. In addition, a substantially larger percentage
of schools in the Northeast had a majority of their students attend
college than did schools in the other regions of the country.

5. Use of Entrance Requirements

It has been argued that the composition of students in public
schools differs from that in Catholic and other private schools because
the latter types of schools use entrance requirements to screen prospective
students. Table 4-11 shows the percent of schools using any one of a
number of special entrance requirements in 1982, and Table 4-12 shows the
percent of schools with entrance requirements that include some form of
testing. Three percent of the public schools and 67 percent of the
Catholic schools reported using some form of entrance requirement in 1982.
Four percent of low S and 39 percent of high SES schools screened
students. Only 36 percent of schools with entrance requirements used
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Table 4-7

PERCENT OF STUDENTS CLASS/r/ED AS HANDICAPPED, 1980

NUMBER
OF

SCHOOLS

NUMER OF
SCHOOLS
(WEIGHTED)

MEAN
RESPONSE

STD.
DEVIATION

TOTAL 887 19012 3.73 5.89

AVERAGE SES OF SCHOOL:
LOW 185 3503 4.84 5.24
MEDIUM 430 9929 3.57 4.89
HIGH 209 4148 2.86 5.06

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 720 13613 4.13 4.99
CATHOLIC 73 1410 1.14 1.92
PRIVATE 32 2564 2.47 5.86

GEOGrAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 171 2813 3.24 4.47
NORTH CENTRAL 242 5724 3.58 5.01
SOUTH 248 5950 3.46 3.90
WEST 164 3100 4.55 7.07

COMHUMITY TYPE:
URBAN 204 2695 2.68 4.29
SUBURBAN 391 6216 3.31 4.99
RURAL 230 8676 4.20 5.24

SCHOOL SIZE:
0 - 199 50 5319 3.67 6.91
200 - 499 100 4424 3.41 4.00
500 - 999 171 3514 4.05 4.77
1000 - 1999 341 3473 3.63 3.13
2000 & ABOVE 163 856 3.30 3.17
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Table 4-8

PERCENT OF STUDENTS NEEDING REMEDIAL MATH HELP, 1982

NUMBER
OF

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS

X
WITH

X
WITH

X
WITH

X
WITH

SCHOOLS (WEIGHTED) 0-9 X 10-19 X 20-29 X 30-100 X

TOTAL 937 19477 22.5 35.2 21.4 21.0

AVERAGE SES OF SCHOOL:
LOW 228 4246 4.5 27.2 20.8 47.5

MEDIUM 474 10611 25.8 38.1 21.4 14.8

HIGH 232 4606 31.6 35.8 21.9 10.7

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 828 15314 22.5 33.8 21.5 22.3

CATHOLIC 75 1440 35.0 33.5 14.7 16.8

PRIVATE 34 2723 16.0 44.1 24.4 15.5

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 198 3271 37.0 33.2 26.6 13.2

NORTH CENTRAL 259 5993 30.1 38.2 20.3 11.4

SOUTH 290 6608 11.2 36.3 22.4 30.1

WEST 190 3605 17.3 29.9 25.5 27.3

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 231 3199 7.3 35.8 26.4 30.5

SUBURBAN 447 6668 29.1 32.4 19.7 18.8

RURAL 259 9609 23.0 16.9 20.9 19.3

SCHOOL SIZE:
0 - 199 51 5476 18.7 42.6 21.4 17.3

200 - 499 105 4629 25.6 31.0 18.3 25.0

500 - 999 179 3679 26.2 37.7 19.0 17.0

1000 - 1999 356 3635 21.9 34.1 24.0 19.9

2000 A ABOVE 174 909 18.8 30.7 21.0 29.5

NOTE: PERCENTAGES ARE BASED ON WEIGHTED DATA.
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Tab l e 4-9

PERCENT OF STUDENTS NVEDING REMEDIAL READING OR ENGLISH HELP, 1982

REMEDIAL READING REMEDIAL ENGLISH

NUISER NUMBER OF % % % % NUMBER NUMBER OF

OF SCHOOLS WITH WITH WITH WITH OF SCHOOLS WITH WITH WITH NI1H

SCHOOLS (WEIGHTED) 0-9 % 10-19 % 20-29 % 30-100 % SCHOOLS (WEIGHTED) 0-9 % 10-19 Z 20-29 % 30-100 %

937 19451 21.3 38.6 22.1 18.1 923 18991 21.0 37.4 23.7 18.0

MS OF SCHOOL:
229 4232 5.8 25.3 21.6 47.3 224 4069 3.1 32.8 21.9 42.2

!UM 473 10455 22.2 43.5 23.9 10.4 465 1031IL 23.5 40.7 25.0 10.8

I 232 4749 33.0 39.7 me e.8 231 4596 31.1 34.0 22.4 12.5

rPE:

.IC 829 15291 19.5 36.1 23.8 20.6 817 14998 20.2 36.2 24.3 19.3

IOLIC 74 1437 31.6 52.1 13.6 2.7 73 1428 30.7 47.5 16.4 5.5

PATE 34 2723 25.7 45.4 17.3 11.6 33 2565 19.9 38.7 24.5 16.8

!C REGION:

MEM 195 3225 31.6 46.1 13.7 8.6 190 3214 33.2 41.6 16.6 8.6

M CENTRAL 265 6069 22.3 43.3 25.6 8.7 ase 5955 24.2 38.6 26.9 10.3

rH 285 6549 16.5 28.4 25.5 29.7 286 6385 12.4 33.6 26.0 28.1 1

r 192 3608 18.9 42.4 17.7 21.0 189 3438 19.9 38.3 20.6 21.2
.4

h,
I

r TYPE:

IN 232 3047 14.1 33.6 23.6 28.6 227 3021 12.7 30.4 28.0 28.9

1RBAN 446 6832 26.6 39.4 18.2 15.8 441 6560 24.0 38.5 19.6 17.9

IL 259 9572 19.7 39.6 24.4 16.3 255 9409 21.5 38.8 25.2 14.5

ILE:

199 51 5476 17.7 40.0 24.9 17.4 50 5319 3e.2 38.1 me 15.5

- 499 105 4652 24.5 37.2 19.1 19.1 101 4416 24.2 36.3 22.4 17.1

- 999 178 3640 23.3 42.2 20.4 14.2 178 3629 24.0 39.1 20.1 16.8

1 - 1999 356 3630 22.9 35.8 22.2 19.1 354 3612 21.0 35.8 23.4 19.8

1 S ABOVE 175 910 16.5 33.3 24.9 25.3 169 am 14.0 33.6 24.7 27.7

ICENTAGES ARE BASED ON WEIGHTED DATA.
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Tab le 4- 10

PERCENT OF LAST YEAR'S GRADUATES ATTENDING A 2 OR 4 YEAR COLLEGE

NUMBER

OF

NUMBER OF

SCHOOLS

1980 QUESTIONAIRE

% %

k/TH HITH
%

WITH
%

WITH
NUMBER

OF

NUMBER OF

SCHOOLS_

1982 MESTIONAIRE

7 %

WITH WITH

%

WITH

%

WITH
SCHOOLS (WEIGHTEDI 0-29 7. 30-49 Z 50-69 Z 70-100 Z SCHOOLS (WEIGHTED) 0-29 X 30-49 Z 50-69 % 70-100 7.

920 18544 26.6 34.0 21.1 18.3 920 18544 21.4 33.3 25.1 20.3

SES OF SCHOOL:
I 217 3891 51.7 37.7 8.5 2.0 217 3891 41.6 36.8 19.8 1.6
1UM 475 10575 25.8 40.8 26.3 7.2 475 10575 18.7 42.6 28.5 10.2
8 225 4064 4.5 12.8 19.8 62.9 225 4064 8.6 5.8 21.1 64.5

YPE:

ITC 814 14853 31.0 39.1 e2.1 7.8 814 14853 23.3 39.5 28.9 7.8
HOLIC 75 1440 0.0 13.6 23.4 63.0 75 1440 0.0 7.9 13.1 79.0
VATE 31 2250 14.0 13.2 13.6 59.2 31 2250 19.1 ,..I.5 7.3 65.1

IC REGION:

THEAST 195 3231 15.8 30.2 24.4 29.7 195 3231 10.5 27.9 27.8 33.9
TH CENTRAL 262 6002 17.8 45.7 23.8 12.6 262 6002 15.2 41.8 30.0 13.0

1

TH
T

279
184

6185
3126

36.4

35.1

27.2

28.9
18.5

17.8
18.0

18.2

279

184
6185
3126

28.6

30.2

30.5

28.1

22.1

18.5
18.8

23.2

'4
(.4

1

Y TYPE:
AN 226 2670 20.6 28.6 16.1 34.7 226 2670 16.1 22.2 20.3 41.4
UREAN 440 6779 21.7 31.6 22.4 24.3 440 6779 20.1 31.9 23.3 24.7
AL 254 9095 31.9 37.4 21.7 9.1 254 9095 23.8 37.6 27.8 10.8

Ins
199 48 5004 27.4 21.2 22.5 28.8 48 5004 23.3 20.7 20.2 35.9
- 499 103 4448 36.3 37.7 10.8 15.2 103 4448 29.9 34.6 24.1 11.3
- 999 178 3658 24.0 39.6 20.1 16.3 178 3658 21.6 37.4 23.4 17.6
0 - 1999 360 3669 12.1 45.1 32.0 10.8 360 3669 10.4 40.2 34.1 15.3
0 A ABOVE 175 912 13.4 29.4 32.6 24.6 175 912 8.8 31.8 34.2 25.1

RCENTAGES ARE BASED ON WEIGHTED DATA.
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Table 4-11

PERCENT OF SCHOOLS W/TH VARIOUS SPECIAL ENTRANCE REQUIREMENTS, 1982

NUMBER
OF

SCHOOLS

NUMER OF
SCHOOLS
(WEIGHTCD)

MEAN
RESPONSE

STD.
DEVIATION

TOTAL 956 19802 16.01 36.67

AVERAGE SkS OF SCHOOL:
LOW 215 3996 4.21 20.07
MEDIUM 474 10554 10.54 30.71
HIGH 227 4374 38.64 48.69

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 811 14143 3.37 18.03
CATHOLIC 74 1425 66.85 47.08
FRIVATE 33 2565 59.07 49.17

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 19' 3203 23.56 42.44
NORTH CENTRAL 256 5927 7.26 25.95
SOUTH 2r., 6508 17.00 37.57
NEST 184 3295 20.61 40.45

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 224 2853 35.44 47.83
SUBURBAN 440 6782 22.37 41.67
RURAL 252 9298 4.76 21.29

SCHOOL SIZE:
0 - 199 50 5319 20.89 40.65
200 - 499 105 4653 17.27 37.80
500 - 999 177 3620 16.00 36.66
1000 - 1999 360 3658 9.84 29.79
2000 A ABOVE 176 914 5.10 22.01
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fable 4-12

PERCENT OF SCHOOLS WHOSE ENTRANCE REQUIREMENT INCLUDES SOME FORM OF TEST, 1922

NUMBER
OF

SCHOOLS

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS

(WEIGHTED)
MEAN

RESPONSE
STD.

DEVIATION

TOTAL 129 3006 36.07 48.02

AVERAGE SES OF SCHOOL:
LOW 19 144 36.34 48.10
MEDIUM 42 1079 58.08 49.34
HIM) 62 1583 25.01 43.31

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 40 445 21.54 41.11
CATHOLIC 61 878 45.91 49.83
PRIVATE 22 1482 38.85 48.74

GEOGRAPHIC REG/ON:
NORTHEAST 35 647 22.93 42.04
NORTH CENTRAL 32 428 53.17 49.90
SOUTH 37 1051 52.61 49.93
WEST 19 679 21.49 41.07

COMMUNITY TYPE.
URBAN 36 953 34.22 47.45
SUBUDBAN 73 1443 36.22 48.06
RURAL 14 410 55.18 49.73

SCHOOL S/ZE:
0 - 199 10 1111 41.98 49.35.
200 - 499 28 698 32.40 46.80
500 - 999 33 523 40.28 49.05
1000 - 1999 40 360 35.79 47.94
2000 A ABOVE 6 43 29.19 45.47
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some form of testing, including 22 percent of public schools, 46 percent
of Catholic schools, and 39 percent of non-Catholic private schools with
entrance requirements.

B. SCHOOL RESOURCES

A second set of factors affecting the quality of students' educational
experiences is the resources available to provide the type of educational
program needed by students with different kinds of educational needs.
Five kinds of resources are examined here: (1) school staff, (2) curri-
culum, (3) amount of instructional time, (4) quality of facilities, and
(5) level of expenditures.

1. School Staff

Three characteristics of school staff are described below: the

number of teachers and other staff per 100 students in 1580, the percent
of teachers holding advanced degrees, and the teacher turiover rcte.

a. Staff per 100 students. In 1980, the mean number o4 classroom
teachers per 100 students reported by the schools was 9.6. (See Table

4-13.) High SES schools had an average of 10.6 teachers corlpdrad with
8.6 in low SES schools, and public schools had 8.1 compared with 5.9 in
Catholic schools. Urban and rural schools show a much large: rAtio than
suburban schools, and, not surprisingly, the ratio is strongly vekated to

school size. Table 4-14 presents similar data on three kinds of non-
teaching specialists. With regard to remedial specialists and llbrarians,
little variation is found across the classification variables except for
school size. High SES schools, schools in the West and schncls iu urban
communities have more counselors per 100 students than do otLer types of
schools.

b. Percentage of staff with advanced degrees Table 4-15 shows
the percentage of schools with low, moderate, and high numbers of high
school teachers holding master's or doctor's degrees in 1980. The

majority of the staff hold advanced degrees in nearly 32 percent of the
schools nationally. Largt differences exist among groups of schools,
however. For example, 48 percent of high SES and 24 percent of low
SES schools had a majority of their teachers holding advanced legrees.
Similar contrasts are 57 percent in the Northeast versus 23 pezcent in
the West; 43 percent in urban schools versus 22 percent in rural schools;
and 15 percent in schools with less than 200 eudents versus 67 percent
in schools with more than 2,000 students.

c. Teacher turnover. Administrators were asked to report the
percenLage of full-time high school teachers who left their schools for
reasons other than death or retirement. Table 4-16 shows tha:: 20
percent of the nation's high schools had a turnover rate of 20 percent or
more in 1980. There is little difference in teacher turnover ri,te when
districts are grouped by student SES, but Catholic schools, schools in
rural areas, and the smallest schools had a substantially higher teacher



Table 4-13

NUMBER OF CLASSROOM TEACHERS PER 100 STUDENTS, 1980

NUMBER
OF

SCHOOLS

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS
(WEIGHTED)

MEAN
RESPONSE

STD.
DEVIATION

TOTAL 919 19336 9.63 13.50

AVERAGE SES OF SCHOOL:
LOW 192 3557 8.58 12.86
MEDIUM 445 10053 8.79 14.88
HIGH 217 4123 10.56 9.39

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 753 13962 8.07 14.10
CATHOLIC 72 1373 5.87 1.71
PRIVATE 31 2406 17.38 9.45

GEOGRLPHIC REG/ON:
NORTHEAST 176 2863 8.57 7.45
NORTH CENTRAL 246 5734 8.76 19.25
SOUTH 263 6159 9.18 7.03
WEST 171 2985 10.46 14.08

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 210 2578 11.74 16.93
SUBURBAN 411 6414 6.85 3.47
RURAL 235 8749 10.10 16.26

SCHOOL SIZE:
0 - 199 49 5162 16.02 23.01
200 - 499 100 4461 8.25 4.01
500 - 999 175 3569 5.67 1.63
1000 - 1999 357 3642 5.11 1.07
2000 A ABOVE 175 907 4.62 0.89
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TOTAL

Table 4-14

NUMBER OF NON-TEACHING SPECIALISTS PER 100 STUDENTS

REMEDIAL SPEC. LIBRARIANS COUNSELORS

NUMBER NUMBER NUMBER
OF INGTD STD. OF NGTO STD. OF MOTO STD.

SCH1OLS NUMBER MEAN DEV. SCHOOLS NUMBER MEAN DEV. SCHOOLS NUMBER MEAN DEV.

903 19212 0.31 0.52 931 19657 0.36 0.51 932 19665 0.70 1.90

AVERAGE SES OF 'JCHOOL:
LOW 207 3829 0.29 0.44 215 4023 0.34 0.47 215 4023 0.44 0.69
MEDIUM 456 10570 0.34 0.48 465 10691 0.39 0.57 466 10699 0.43 0.89
HIGH 228 4691 0.28 0.66 238 4820 0.33 0.36 238 4820 1.54 3.41

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 7e9 14657 0.31 0.43 812 15022 0.34 0.51 813 15030 0.41 0.81
CATHOLIC 77 1477 0.24 0.46 82 1556 0.47 0.55 82 1556 0.55 0.60
PRIVATE 36 3057 0.37 0.85 36 3057 0.41 0.45 36 3057 2.24 4.13

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 191 3154 0.33 0.46 198 3243 0.32 0.38 198 3243 0.61 0.78
NORTH CENTRAL 254 5918 0.22 0.38 265 6026 0.47 0.71 265 6026 0.47 1.16
SOUTH 273 6294 0.30 0.49 280 6510 0.34 0.34 281 6518 0.40 0.35
WEST 184 3824 0.46 0.75 187 3856 0.27 0.42 187 3856 1.65 3.80

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 218 3E15 0.29 0.77 229 3299 0.29 0.46 230 3307 1.23 2.75
SUBURBAN 436 6768 0.22 0.31 448 6936 6.21 0.20 448 6936 0.77 2.27
RURAL 248 9207 0.39 0.53 253 9400 0.50 0.63 253 9400 0.47 0.98

SCHOOL SIZE:
0 - 199 59 6162 0.52 0.80 59 6162 0.68 0.77 59 6162 1.44 3.19
200 - 499 110 4596 0.31 0.37 112 4783 0.35 0.26 112 4783 0.46 0.78
500 - 999 186 3747 0.19 0.20 194 3896 0.19 0.09 194 3896 0.34 0.37
1000 - 1999 364 3739 0.16 0.15 376 3826 0.13 0.05 377 3834 0.29 0.08
2000 A ABOVE 183 947 0.14 0.14 189 968 0.10 0.04 189 968 0.27 0.09
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Table 4-15

PERCENT OF FACULTY W/TH MASTER'S OR DOCTORATE DEGREES, 1980

NUMBER
OF

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS

X
WITH

Z
WITH

X
WITH

Z
WITH

SCHOOLS (WEIGHTED) 0-29 Z 30-49 Z 50-69 Z 70-100 Z

TOTAL 973 20531 36.3 32.1 19.9 11.7

AVERAGE SES OF SCHOOL:
LOW 231 4539 36.0 37.8 12.0 14.2MEDIUM 485 10959 40.4 30.7 18.6 10.4HIGH 240 4946 27.6 30.4 29.5 12.5

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 849 15788 36.6 31.2 18.8 13.4CATHOLIC 83 1572 27.6 39.1 22.3 11.0PRIVATE 37 3170 39.2 32.8 24.2 3.8

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 206 3421 20.3 21.8 26.0 31.9NORTH CENTRAL 275 6205 40.7 31.6 16.0 11.7SOUTH 297 6983 38.6 34.0 21.3 6.1WEST 191 3923 39.2 38.2 18.2 4.3

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 238 3459 33.5 23.3 26.6 16.5SUBURBAN 468 7219 30.3 30.5 23.7 15.5RURAL 263 9853 41.6 36.3 14.7 7.3

SCHOOL SIZE:
0 - 199 59 6269 51.6 32.9 14.3 1.2200 - 499 111 4746 44.3 31.4 .16.1 8.3500 - 999 189 3909 27.9 37.3 21.7 13.11000 - 1999 369 3778 12.7 33.9 31.6 21.72000 i ABOVE 184 949 11.5 21.2 34.0 33.3

NOTE: PERCENLAES ARE BASED ON WEIGHTED DATA.
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Table 4-16

PERCENT OF FACULTY LEAVING NOT DUE TO DEATH OR RETIREMENT, 1980

NUMBER
OF

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS

X
WITH

X
WITH

Z
WITH

X
WITH

SCHOOLS 'WEIGHTED) 0-4 X 5-9 X 10-19 X 20-100 X

TOTAL 979 20411 38.1 15.7 26.1 20.2

AVERAGE SES OF SCHOOL:
LOW 233 4477 41.1 11.9 30.2 16.8

MEDIUM 489 11020 37.8 18.5 22.6 21.1

HIGH 244 4827 36.0 12.6 30.7 20.7

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 860 15826 41.4 16.1 25.4 17.0

CATHOLIC 83 1572 25.8 12.2 31.9 30.1

PRIVATE 36 3013 27.0 15.6 26.4 31.0

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 207 3426 55.1 18.8 17.9 8.2

NORTH CENTRAL 276 6219 30.9 26.0 27.0 26.2

SOUTH 299 6973 33.9 13.5 32.3 20.3

WEST 197 3793 42.4 16.4 20.5 20.7

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 241 3318 44.6 15.9 23.3 16.2

SUBURBAN 472 7187 42.1 20.2 24.3 13.5

RURAL 266 9906 33.0 12.4 28.3 26.2

SCHOOL SIZE:
0 - 199 58 6111 22.5 9.9 25.4 42.2

200 - 499 110 4693 37.4 16.3 28.7 17.6

500 - 999 191 3852 45.2 14.4 27.9 12.4

1000 - 1999 373 3792 50.6 23.8 22.0. 3.6

2000 i ABOVE 187 959 57.1 22.2 18.6 2.2

NOTE: PERCENTAGES ARE BASED ON WEIGHTED DATA.
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turnover rate than other kinds of schools. Public schools, schools in
the Northeast, and large schools showed the greatest staff stability.

2. Curriculum

This section looks at the availability of educational programs
in high schools throughout the country. Special attention is given to
advanced mathematics, science, and foreign language courses; Advanced
Placement (AP) courses; and programs for students with special educational
needs.

a. Availability of advanced academic courses. In 1980, adminis-
trators were asked whether their schools offered specific kinds of
courses. Table 4-17 shows the percent of schools offering advanced
mathematics courses (geometry, second year of algebra, trigonometry and
calcului). Ninety-six percent of the schools offered geometry and a
second year of algebra, with little variation among groups of schools.
Many fewer schools offered trigonometry (76 percent). High SES schools
and Catholic schools were more likely to offer trigonometry than low SES
schools and public schools. Schools in the Northeast, those in urban and
suburban communities and large schools were also more likely to offer
this course. While only 47 percent of the schools offered calculus
nationally, it could be found in 62 percent of the Catholic schools, 68
percent of high SES schools, 80 percent of schools in the Northeast, and
81 percent of schools enrolling more than 2,000 students. In contrast,
only 29 percent of low SES schools, 35 percent of rural schools, and 25
percent of schools with fewer than 200 students offered the course.

Chemistry and physics are offered widely (93 percent and 89 percent
of schools, respectively), but not as widely in low SES schools (78
percent), urban schools (83 percent), and very small schools (74 percent).
(See Table 4-18.)

Fewer than one-half of the high schools offered a third year of
Spanish or French, and only 20 percent offered a third year of German.
(See Table 4-19.) High SES schools were three times as likely to offer
these courses as low SES schools, and a much larger percentage of Catholic
schools, schools in the Northeast, and large schools provided these
opportunities to their students than other types of schools. In fact,
fewer than one-third of rural schools and low SES schools offered a third
year of a foreign language.

b. Advanced Placement courses. The percentage of schools offering
Advanced Placement courses increased slightly between 1980 and 1982,
from 30 to 35 percent. (See Table'4-20.) The availability of these
courses continued to vary greatly across types of schools, however. For
example, in 1982, only 23 percen, of low SES schools but 65 percent of
high SES schools offered AP courses. AP courses were less available to
public school than to Catholic school students (34 versus 47 percent); to
students attending school in the North-Central region than to students in
the Northeast (22 versus 60 percent); to students in rural than in urban



Table 4-17

PERCENT OF SCHOOLS OFFERING THE FOLLOWING ADVANCED MATH COURSES, 1980

NUMBER

OF

SCHOOLS

GEOMETRY

WGTD

NUMBER MEAN
STD.

DEV.

2ND YEAR ALGEBRA

NUMBER

OF WGTD

SCHOOLS NUMBER MEAN
STD.

DEV.

NUMBER
OF

SCHOOLS

TRIGONOMETRY

NGTD

NUMBER MEAN
STD.

DEV.

NUMBER

OF

SCHOOLS

CALCULUS

WIRD

NUMBER MEAN
STD.

DEV.

994 20784 96.64 18.03 993 20749 96.46 18.48 988 20716 75.96 42.73 985 20585 46.64 49.89

SES OF SCHOOL:

215 3996 91.30 28.18 214 3984 92.94 25.62 214 3992 63.19 48.23 213 3977 29.29 45.51

DIUM 474 10554 99.99 1.12 473 10525 99.23 8.73 474 10554 79.63 40.27 467 10380 45.12 49.76

GH 226 4367 99.45 7.41 227 4374 95.31 21.14 221 4304 87.47 33.11 226 4361 68.03 46.64

TYPE:

BLIC 810 14936 97.51 15.58 809 14901 97.44 15.78 807 14908 77.30 41.89 801 14718 46.91 49.90

THOLIC 74 1425 99.91 3.06 74 1425 97.96 14.14 72 1386 89.83 30.22 74 1425 62.04 48.53

IVATE 33 2565 100.00 0.0 33 2565 93.86 24.00 32 2564 75.29 43.13 33 2565 40.04 49.00

HIC REGION: I

RTHEAST 190 3196 99.60 6.34 189 3161 93.18 25.21 190 3196 91.70 27.59 187 3168 80.39 39.70 Co
1,3

RTH CENTRAL 258 5927 99.85 3.87 258 5927 99.94 2.46 257 5926 78.37 41.17 256 5910 42.17 49.38 I

KITH 283 6508 95.40 20.95 283 6508 97,75 14.85 280 6481 71.34 45.22 281 6366 36.33 48.09

ST 186 3295 98.42 12.46 186 3295 93.89 23.95 184 3255 76.83 42.19 184 3284 44.85 49.73

TY TYPE:

SAN 225 2846 98.71 11.29 225 2840 97.97 14.11 224 2842 80.23 39.83 220 2816 46.90 49.90

IBURBAN 440 6782 99.11 9.41 440 6782 97.78 14.73 435 6718 82.93 37.62 439 6768 64.12 47.96

PAL 252 9298 97.03 16.96 251 9269 96.13 19.30 252 9298 73.65 44.05 249 9144 34.60 47.57

SIZE:

- 199 50 5319 98.52 12.08 50 5319 96.64 18.03 50 5319 69.44 46.07 49 5187 25.14 43.38

- 499 105 4653 94.90 22.00 105 4653 96.56 18.22 105 4653 74.20 43.75 105 4653 35.53 47.86

M - 999 177 3620 98.81 10.86 176 3591 98.16 13.45 175 3580 79.22 40.57 176 3606 60.82 48.81

MO - 1999 360 3658 99.96 1.91 360 3658 99.25 8.65 357 3631 90.90 28.76 354 3602 71.39 45.19

MO A ABOVE 175 906 98.62 11.67 176 914 97.31 16.17 175 908 88.91 31.40 174 911 81.55 38.79

9 0"
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Tab le 4- 18

PERCENT OF SCHOOLS OFFERING THE FOLLOWING ADVANCED SC/ENCE COURSES, 1980

NUMBER
OF

SCHOOLS

CHEMISTRY

NAMUR OF
SCHOOLS MEAN
(WEIGHTED) PESPONSE

STD.

DEVIATION

NUMBER
OF

SCHOOLS

PHYSICS

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS HEAN

(WEIGHTED) RESPONSE
STD.

DEV/ATION

TOTAL 995 20790 93.27 25.23 993 20756 88.80 31.53

AVERAGE SES Of SCHOOL:
LOW 215 3996 92.38 26.54 214 3992 78.50 41.09
MEDIUM 474 10554 99.32 8.21 474 10554 93.74 24.23
HIGH 227 4374 92.54 C6.28 226 4344 88.64 31.73

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 811 14943 97.41 15.90 810 14938 91.25 28.25
CATHOLIC 74 1425 100.00 0.0 73 1395 94.50 22.80
PRIVATE 33 2565 87.73 32.81 33 2565 75.46 43.04

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 191 3203 98.63 13.63 191 3203 97.54 15.48
NORTH CENTRAL 258 5927 99.89 3.36 257 5897 96.75 17.73
SOUTH 283 6508 95.50 20.73 282 6504 81.67 38.69
WEST 186 3295 89.10 31.16 186 3295 83.29 37.31

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 226 2853 91.42 28.00 225 2848 82.91 37.64
SUBURBAN 440 6782 96.43 18.55 439 6752 92.48 26.37
RURAL 252 9298 97.6. 15.06 252 9298 89.05 31.23

SCHOOL SIZE:
0 - 199 50 5319 90.50 29.32 50 5319 74.38 43.65
200 - 499 105 4653 98.48 12.23 105 4653 92.55 26.26
500 - 999 177 3620 97.59 15.35 176 3590 95.09 21.60
1000 - 1999 360 3658 99.32 8.23 359 3653 98.60 21.73
2000 i ABOVE 176 914 100.00 0.0 176 914 99.20 8.90
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Table 4-19

PERCENS OF SCHOOLS OFFERING THE FOLLOWING THIRD YEAR LANGUAGE COURSES, 1980

NUMBER
OF

SCHOOLS

SPANISH

WGTD
hUMBER MEAN

STD.
DEV.

NUMBER
OF

SCHOOLS

GERMAN

WGTO
NUMBER MEAN

STD.
DEV.

NUMBER
OF

SCHOOLS

FRENCH

WGTD
NUMBER MEAN

STD.
DEV.

TOTAL 989 20586 45.36 49.78 983 20492 20.00 40.00 986 20537 39.24 48.81

AVERAGE SES OF SCHOOL:
LOW 213 3982 23.99 42.70 211 3931 5.80 23.38 212 3935 23.59 42.45

MEDIUM 470 10365 48.06 49.96 468 10353 17.15 37.70 469 10387 36.07 48.02

HIGH 227 4374 68.91 46.28 225 4342 44.62 49.71 226 4348 67.17 46.96

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 805 14739 48.53 49.98 800 14670 20.87 40.64 803 14715 39.93 48.98

CATHOLIC 74 1425 84.72 35.98 73 1400 28.71 45.24 73 1400 73.68 44.03

PR/VATE 33 2565 23.36 42.31 33 2565 18.95 N9.19 33 2565 27.18 44.49

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 188 3145 77.12 42.01 186 3138 31.30 46.37 188 3178 88.86 31.46

NORTH CENTRAL 257 5917 49.73 50.00 257 5873 21.75 41.25 257 5873 31.37 46.40

SOUTH 281 6371 30.24 45.93 277 6330 11.36 31.73 278 6334 26.70 44.24

WEST 186 3295 50.53 50.00 186 3295 29.49 45.60 186 3295 37.85 48.50

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 224 2838 58.03 49.35 223 2840 23.67 42.51 224 2847 46.45 49.87

SUBURBAN 438 6734 67.73 46.75 434 6692 37.48 48.41 436 6730 59.65 49.06

RURAL 250 9157 30.06 45.85 249 9102 8.45 27.82 249 9102 24.91 43.25

SCHOOL SIZE:
0 - 199 49 5187 16.40 37.03 49 5187 5.65 23.10 49 5187 8.93 28.52

200 - 499 104 4619 36.66 48.19 103 4564 8.15 27.36 104 4598 31.42 46.42

500 - 999 176 3606 59.16 49.15 175 3581 21.20 40.87 175 3581 48.49 49.98

1000 - 1999 357 3634 84.86 35.85 356 3630 51.80 49.97 357 3634 77.46 41.78

2000 A ABOVE 176 914 91.02 28.59 173 905 62.95 48.29 174 911 84.92 35.79

Im



Table. 4-20

PERCENT OF SCHOOLS OFFERING AP COURSES

NUMBER
OF

SCHOOLS

1980 RESPONSE

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS MEAN
(WEIGHTED) RESPONSE

STD.
DEVIATION

NUMBER
OF

SCHOOLS

1982 RESPONSE

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS MEAN
(WEIGHTED) RESPONSE

STD.
DEVIATION

TOTAL 888 18230 29.81 45.74 888 18230 35.48 47.84

AVERAGE SES OF SCHOOL:
LOW 202 3811 25.47 43.57 202 3811 23.20 42.21
MEDIUM 458 10228 22.12 41.51 458 10228 28.10 44.95
HIGH 222 4148 52.76 49.92 222 4148 64.94 47.72

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 781 14409 29.54 45.62 781 14409 33.54 47.21CATHOLIC 71 1379 36.50 48.14 71 1379 47.11 49.92
PRIVATE 32 2408 27.56 44.68 32 2408 40.58 49.11

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 184 3124 60.11 48.97 184 3124 60.70 48.84
NORTH CENTRAL 248 5777 17.75 38.21 248 5777 22.13 41.51SOUTH 275 6352 25.00 43.30 275 6352 33.34 47.14
WEST 177 2943 31.70 46.53 177 2943 39.68 48.92

COMMUNITY TYPE:
UPBAN 219 2796 34.15 47.42 219 2796 56.48 49.58SUBURBAN 423 6330 42.82 49.48 423 6330 46.54 49.88RURAL 242 9069 19.39 39.53 242 9069 21.33 40.96

SCHOOL S/ZE:
0 - 199 49 5162 6.57 24.78 49 5162 18.77 39.04200 - 499 97 4371 27.36 44.58 97 4371 24.73 43.15500 - 999 174 3583 35.53 47.86 174 3583 42.61 49.45
1000 - 1999 346 3511 54.43 49.80 346 3511 58.16 49.33
2000 i ABOVE 171 894 70.97 45.39 171 894 76.57 42.36
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schools (21 versus 56 percent); and to students in small than in large
schools (19 percent versus 77 percent).

c. Programs for students with special educational needs. This

section describes the percentage of schools providing remedial education
progams; participating in federal programs for the disadvantaged, for
bilingual education, and for vocational education; providing instruction
to non-English speaking students; and providing other special programs.

Table 4-21 shows the average percentage of schools offering remedial
reading and remedial mathematics programs to sophomores in 1980. While
57 percent of schools nationally offered remedial reading programs, the
percentage ranged from 45 percent of high SES schools to 61 percent of
medium and low SES schools, from 25 percent of private non-Catholic
schools to 65 percent of public schools, and from 42 percent of the
smallest schools to 83 percent of the largest ones. Similar patterns
emerge when one looks at the types of schools that offered remedial
mathematics programs. However, the difference between Catholic and
public schools is much smaller, and the differences among regions are
greater than with remedial reading.

Nearly 60 percent of the high schools participated in the federal
Title I program (Education of Children of Economically Disadvantaged
Families). (See Table 4-22.) Since aid is allocated on the basis of
family income, the participation rate of low and medium SES schools was
nearly three times greater than that of high SES schools. Participation
also differed by school type, region and community type. Public schools
were three times as likely as Catholic schools to have the program, and
high schools located in the Northeast and North-Central regions had
participation rates 20 to 30 percentage points higher than the other
regions. Rural districts were considerably more likely to offer the
program than either suburban or urban schools.

Fifteen percent of high schools participated in Title VII which
provides federal aid for bilingual education programs. (See Table 4-23.)
Participation was generally limited to public schools and was highest in
the West, in urban schools, and in large schools. Table 4-24 shows that
more schools provided instruction in non-English languages than received
federal funding. Once again, participation was highest among urban
schools, schools in the West, large schools, and public schools. However,
while few Catholic schools participated in Title VII, 16 percent of them
provided bilingual education or ESL programs.

Nearly one-half of the high schools received federal aid in support
of vocational education and consumer and homemaker education programs
(Tables 4-25 and 4-26). The participation rate was similar across SES
groups, region, community type, and school size. Forty-five percent of
the public schools participated in the basic vocational education program
and 42 percent in the consumer and homemaker education program, compared
with 29 and 15 percent of the Catholic schools, respectively.



Table 4-21

PERCENT OF SCHUULS THE FOLLOWING REMEDIAL PROGRAMS

NUMBER
OF

SCHOOLS

REMEDIAL

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS

IWEIGHTE01

READING

STD.
DEVIATION

REMEDIAL MATH

MEAN
RESPONSE

NUMBER
OF

SCHOOLS

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS
(WEIGHTED)

MEAN
RESPONSE... STD.

DEVIATION

TOTAL 965 20550 57.35 49.46 963 20524 46.95 49.91
AVERAGt SES Of SCHOOL:

LOW 231 4527 6C.71 48.84 230 4518 55.52 49.69MEDIUM 485 11014 61.08 48.76 483 10983 45.06 49.76HIGH 241 4931 45.29 49.78 242 4945 42.61 49.45
SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 843 15785 65.41 47.57 842 15764 52.87 49.92CATHOLIC 83 1572 40.92 49.17 82 1567 43.71 49.60PRIVATE 38 3171 25.14 43.38 38 3171 18.78 39.05
GEOGRAPHIC REGION:

NORTHEAST 206 3439 64.43 47.87 207 3444 59.80 49.03NuRTH CENTRAL 273 6196 52.29 49.95 270 6169 35.79 47.94SOUTH 296 6963 52.00 49.96 296 6954 44.71 49.72WEST 189 3931 68.39 46.50 189 3936 56.87 49.53
COMMUNITY TYPEs

URBAN 242 3484 45.53 49.80 241 3480 36.49 48.14SUBURBAN 460 7113 64.14 47.96 461 7133 58.53 49.27RURAL 262 9931 56.55 49.57 260 9889 42.17 49.38
SCHOOL SIZE:

0 - 199 58 6269 41.98 49.35 59 6284 29.02 45.38200 - 499 111 4764 48.10 49.96 III 4764 36.97 48.27500 - 999 192 3879 65.67 47.48 190 3R44 51.81 49.971000 - 1999 364 3702 76.91 42.14 361 3681 74.02 43.852000 & ABOVE 184 940 83.43 37.18 185 949 75.60 42.95
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rab le 4-22

PERCENT OF SCHOOLS PARTICIPATING IN TITLE I (ESS EDUCAT. ACT-LOW INCOME)

NUMBER
OF

SCHOOLS

1980 RESPONSE

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS MEAN
(WEIGHTED) RESPONSE

STD.
DEVIATION

NUMBER
OF

SCHOOLS

1902 RESPONSE

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS MEAN
(WEIGHTED) RESPONSE

STD.
MIATION

TOTAL 877 18705 57.63 49.41 877 18705 59.28 49.13

AVERAGE SES OF SCHOOL:
LOW 202 3901 74.22 43.74 202 3901 73.43 44.17

MEDIUM 442 10048 66.49 47.20 442 10048 69.01 46.25

HIGH 211 4182 24.25 42.86 211 4182 26.95 44.37

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 760 14429 71.03 45.36 760 14429 72.83 44.48

CATHOLIC 66 1304 23.97 42.69 66 1304 24.05 w,..74

PRIVATE 31 2406 1.50 12.15 31 2406 4.38 .47

GEOGRAPHIC REG/ON:
NORTHEAST 183 3110 70.35 45.67 183 3110 73.56 44.10

NORTH CENTRAL 246 5827 68.17 46.58 246 5827 71.84 44.98

SOUTH 260 6259 53.23 49.90 260 6259 51.90 49.96

WEST 168 2944 37.56 48.43 168 2944 40.97 49.18

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 208 2594 29.60 45.65 208 2594 32.33 46.77

SUBURBAN 409 6476 50.28 50.00 409 6476 51.71 49.97

RURAL 240 9070 72.47 44.66 240 9070 74.32 43.69

SCHOOL SIZE:
0 - 199 49 5162 57.71 49.40 49 5162 54.26 49.82

200 - 499 104 4616 55.90 49.65 104 4616 63.15 48.24

500 - 999 170 3514 62.94 48.30 170 3514 65.33 47.59

1000 - 1999 .327 3345 56.90 49.52 327 3345 58.74 49.23

2000 A ABOVE 165 848 48.52 49.98 165 848 47.45 49.93
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fable 4-23

PERCENT OF SCHOOLS PARTICIPATING IN TITLE VII (BILINGUAL EDUCATION)

1980 RESPONSE '1982 RESPONSE

NUMBER
OF

SCHOOLS

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS
(WEIGHTED)

MEAN
RESPONSE

STD.
DEVIATION

NUMBER
OF

SCHOOLS

NUMBER OF -
SCHOOLS
(WEIGHTED)

MEAN
RESPONSE

STD.
DEVIATION

TOTAL 859 18227 11.45 31.84 859 18227 15.09 35.79
AVERAGE SES OF SCHOOL:

LOW 195 3532 16.11 36.76 195 3532 11.69 32.14MEDIUM 435 10097 9.74 29.65 435 10097 16.73 37.32HIGH 211 4210 11.38 31.76 211 4210 14.20 34.91
SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 741 13910 13.80 34.49 741 13910 19.39 39.53CATHOLIC 70 1374 0.42 6.47 70 1374 0.24 4.89PRIVATE 32 2564 4.17 19.99 32 2564 0.0 0.0

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 175 3030 12.12 32.64 175 3030 17.51 38.01NORTH CENTRAL 245 5762 7.61 26.51 245 5762 10.16 30.21SOUTH 251 5865 8.89 28.46 251 5065 14.38 35.09WEST 172 3190 22.09 41.49 172 3190 23.21 42.21

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 207 2715 24.44 42.97 207 2715 23.05 42.11SUBURBAN 397 6153 15.72 36.40 397 6153 18.52 38.84RURAL 239 8979 4.46 20.65 239 8979 10.41 30.54

SCHOOL SIZE:
0 - 199 48 5021 3.33 17.95 48 5021 3.49 18.3b200 - 499 102 4548 3.70 18.89 102 4548 10.51 30.67500 - 999 171 3548 9.81 29.75 171 3548 13.27 33.921000 - W9 317 3232 24.56 43.05 317 3232 29.84 45.762000 & ABOVE 162 029 48.83 49.99 162 829 46.14 49.85
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Table 4-24

AVAILABILITY OF INSTRUCTION IN NON-ENGLISH LANGUAGES
10INOT AVAILABLE, l'AVAILABLE1

NUMBER
OF

SCHOOLS

1980 RESPONSE

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS MEAN
(WEIGHTED) FESPONSE

STO.

DEVIATION

NUMBER
OF

SCHOOLS

1982 RESPONSE

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS MEAN
IMEICHTED) RESPONSE

STD.
DEVIATION

TOTAL 918 18933 12.67 41.87 918 18933 26.20 43.97

AVERAGE SES OF SCHOOL:
LON 215 3996 22.22 41.57 215 3996 24.67 43.11

MINIUM 474 10534 20.92 40.68 474 10554 27.19 44.49

HIGH 227 4374 27.27 44.53 227 4374 25.19 43.41

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 811 14943 24.19 42.82 811 14943 29.44 45.58

CATHOLIC 74 1425 6.84 25.24 74 1425 16.11 36.77

PRIVATE 33 2565 22.58 41.81 33 2565 12.91 33.53

MORONIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 191 3203 22.59 41.81 191 3203 29.34 45.53

NORTH CENTRAL 258 5927 12.41 32.97 258 5927 16.35 36.98

SOUTH 283 6508 21.08 40.79 283 6508 27.31 44.56

NEST 186 3295 44.32 49.68 184 3295 38.64 48.69

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 226 2853 46.99 49.91 226 2853 40.37 49.06

SUDURBAN 440 6782 26.65 44.21 q0 6782 32.84 46.96

RURAL 252 9298 12.30 32.84 252 9298 17.00 37.56

SCHOOL SIZE:
0 - 199 50 5319 16.50 37.12 50 5319 12.96 33.59

200 499 105 4653 14.83 35.54 105 4653 19.40 39.54

500 999 177 3620 14.33 35.04 177 3620 22.94 42.05

1000 1999 360 3658 37.90 48.51 360 3658 45.15 49.76

2000 i ABOVE 176 914 70.89 45.42 176 914 71.56 45.11
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Table 4-25

PERCENT OF SCHOOLS OFFERING PROGRAMS /N BASIC VOCATIONAL EDUCATION

NUMBER
OF

SCHOOLS

1980 RESPONSE

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS MEAN

(WEIGHTED) RESPONSE
STD.

DEVI/4110N

NUMBER
OF

SCHOOLS

1982 RESPONSE

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS MEAN

(WEIGHTED) RESPONSE
STD.

DEVIATION

TOTAL 847 17870 49.88 49.88 847 17870 49.51 49.51
AVERAGE SES OF SCHOOL:

LOW lea 3507 39.07 39.07 188 3507 44.39 44.39MEDIUM 426 9715 49.47 49.47 426 9715 48.03 48.03HIGH 212 4231 42.94 42.94 212 4231 45.53 45.53
SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 725 13636 46.45 46.45 725 13636 45.21 45.21CATHOLIC 72 1412 23.12 23.12 72 1412 29.01 29.01PRIVATE 31 2415 11.70 11.70 31 2415 24.68 24.68
GEOGRAPHIC REGION:

NORTHEAST 168 2875 50.0v 50.00 168 2875 49.56 49.56NORTH CENTRAL 243 5682 49.65 49.65 243 5682 49.80 49.80SOUTH 248 5784 48.84 48.84 248 5784 47.82 47.82WEST 169 3122 49.51 49.51 169 3122 50.00 50.00
COMMUNITY TYPE:

URBAN 194 2671 48.47 48.47 194 2671 49.71 49.71SUBURBAN 404 6445 49.75 49.75 404 6445 48.92 48.92RURAL 230 8347 49.24 49.24 230 8347 49.15 49.15
SCHOOL SIZE:

0 - 199 47 4912 46.12 46.12 47 4912 49.05 49.05200 - 499 101 4414 50.00 50.00 101 4414 50.00 50.00500 - 999 165 3365 48.36 48.36 165 3365 48.88 48.881000 - 1999 314 3243 44.09 44.09 314 3243 41.30 41.302000 i ABOVE 158 811 41.33 41.33 158 811 41.94 41.94

107



Table 4-26

PERCENT OF SCHOOLS OFFERING PROGRAMS IN CONSUMER AND HOMEMAKER EDUCATION

NUMBER
OF

SCHOOLS

1980 RESPONSE

HUMBER OF
SCHOOLS MEAN
(WEIGHTED) RESPONSE

STD.
DEVIATION

NUMBER
OF

SCHOOLS

1982 RESPONSE

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS MEAN
(WEIGHTED) RESPONSE

STD.
DEVIATION

TOTAL 870 18197 48.94 48" 870 18197 48.95 48.95

AVERAGE SES OF SCHOOL:
LOW 194 3675 36.20 36.20 194 3675 36.41 36.41

MEDIUM 440 9861 47.04 47.04 440 9861 47.11 47 11

HIGH 217 4278 43.69 43.69 217 4278 43.72 43.72

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 748 13835 42.09 42.09 748 13835 41.61 41.61

CATHOLIC 73 1424 28.91 28.91 73 1424 15.68 15.68
PRIVATE 32 2564 11.36 11.36 32 2564 0.0 0.0

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
N3RTHEAST 169 2939 49.77 49.77 169 2939 49.66 49.66

NORTH CENTRAL 249 5742 47.58 47.58 249 5742 1,7.77 47.77

SOUTH 260 6138 45.27 45.27 260 6138 45.55 45.55

WEST 175 3003 49.78 49.78 175 3003 49.96 49.96

COMMUNITY TYPE:
UPBAN 204 2714 48.59 48.59 204 2714 49.21 49.21
SUBURBAN 417 6525 49.42 49.42 417 6525 49.53 49.53

RURAL 232 8584 45.77 45.77 232 8584 46.04 46.04

SCHOOL SIZE:
0 - 199 47 4923 49.37 49.37 47 4923 48.87 48.87

203 - 499 102 4553 49.47 49.47 102 4553 49.2 49.52

500 - 999 167 3416 47.73 47.73 167 3416 48.09 48.09

1000 - 1999 331 3372 39.43 39.43 331 3372 38.74 38.74

2000 i ABOVE 161 829 42.67 42.67 161 829 40.80 40.80
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High schools offered programs designed to meet other kinds of
student needs as well. The percentage of schools offering programs for
gifted or talented students grew from 35 percent in 1980 to 54 percent in
1982. (See Table 4-27.) In that latter year, these programs were
offered more often in high SES schools, in schools located in the North,
in suburban school districts, and in large schools. Participation rates
were comparable for public and Catholic high schools. Table 4-28 reports
the percentage of schools that offered alternative school programs for
students who did not perform well in a traditional educational setting.
Public schools, large schools, and schools located in urban and suburban
communities were more likely to offer alternative programs than were
Catholic schools, rural schools, small schools, and schools located in
the South and North-Central regions of the country. Finally, nearly 30
percent of high schools offered special programs for pregnant women.
(See Table 4-29.) Participation by schools was highest among low and
medium SES schools, public schools, and large schools.

3. Amount of Instructional Time

School administrators were asked to report the number of minutes in
their standard class period, the number of periods in a day during which
students have classes, and the number of days in the school year. The
findings for 1980 are reported in Table 4-30. The first set of figures
groups schools by the number of instructional hours in a school day.
One-third of the schools had 4.5 hours or less, on,--third had 4.6 to
5.0 hours, and one-third had more than 5 hours. Longer school days were
more prevalent in medium SES schools, public schools, schools in the
South, and in rural schools. The second set of figures shows schools
grouped by the total number of instructional hours in a school year. The
100-hour increments in each group represent a difference of 20, five-hour
school days. Thus, those schools reporting fewer than 750 hours in a
school year provide the equivalent of 40 fewer days of instruction than
those schools reporting more than 950 hours of instruction. A longer
instructional school year is found in low and medium SES schools, public
and non-Catholic private schools, schools in the South, rural schools and
small schools.

4. Quality of Facilities

Students were asked to evaluate the condition of their school
buildings and classrooms and the quality of their school libraries.
Their ratings, which ranged from 1 = Poor to 4 = Excellent, are reported
in Tables 4-31 and 4-32. Students' ratings of their school buildings
increased slightly from 2.70 to 2.83 (Good) between 1980 and 1982. In
that latter year, the ratings varied little by type of student, although
they were slightly higher among high SES students, students attending
Catholic and other private schools, and students enrolled in academic
programs. Students also gave their library facilities a rating of Good
(mean of 2.86). There was no variation across student classification
variables.



Table 4-27

PERCENT OF SCHOOLS OFFERING PROGRAMS FOR GIFTED OR TALENTED STUDENTS

NUMBER
OF

SCHOOLS

1980 RESPONSE

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS MEAN
(WEIGHTED) RESPONSE

STD.
DEVIATION

NUMBER
OF

SCHOOLS

1982 RESPONSE

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS MEAN
(WEIGHTED) RESPONSE

STU.
DEVIATION

TOTAL 887 18400 34.94 47.68 887 18400 53.98 49.84

AVERAGE SES OF SCHOOL:
LOW 201 3770 31.29 46.37 201 3770 53.33 49.89
MEDIUM 461 10425 33.29 47.13 461 10425 48.92 49.99
HIGH 220 4161 41.67 49.30 220 4161 67.12 46.98

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 783 14566 38.06 48.55 783 14566 55.45 49.70
CATHOLIC 70 1392 28.77 45.27 70 1392 53.33 49.89
PRIVATE 31 2406 18.63 38.93 31 2406 45.11 49.76

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 182 2984 52.45 49.94 182 2984 70.81 45.46
NORTH CENTRAL 251 5851 27.38 44.59 251 5851 40.35 49.06
SOUTH 270 6289 32.52 46.85 270 6289 58.32 49.30
WEST 181 3241 36.42 48.12 181 3241 54.44 49.80

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 214 2651 39.29 48.84 214 2651 56.73 49.55
SUBURBAN 426 6654 48.91 49.99 426 6654 65.03 47.69
RURAL 244 9059 23.15 42.18 244 9059 44.98 49.75

SCHOOL SIZE:
0 - 199 49 5162 16.48 37.10 49 5162 45.59 49.81
200 - 499 101 4517 19.09 39.30 101 4517 43.57 49.59
500 - 999 172 3522 38.73 48.71 172 3522 52.66 49.93
1000 - 1999 348 3546 64.12 47.97 348 3546 71.83 44.99
2000 A 4BOVE 165 871 77.60 41.69 165 871 84.69 36.01
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Table 4-28

PERCENT OF SCHOOLS OFFERING ALTERNATIVE SCHOOL PROGRAMS

NUMER
OF

SCHOOLS

1980 RESPONSE

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS MEAN

(WEIGHTED) RESPONSE
STD.

DEVIATION

NUMBER
OF

SCHOOLS

1982 RESPONSE

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS MEAN

(WEIGHTED) RESPONSE
STD.

DEVIATION

TOTAL 883 18274 31.63 46.50 883 18274 35.82 47.95

AVERAGE SES OF SCHOOL:
LOW 202 3794 31.00 46.25 202 3794 37.46 48.40
MEDIUM 457 10311 33.77 47.29 457 10311 36.29 48.08
HIGH 221 4151 26.74 44.26 221 4151 32.88 46.98

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 778 14436 35.13 48.57 778 14436 42.69 49.46
CATHOLIC 72 1421 6.60 24.82 72 1421 10.06 30.08
PRIVATE 32 2408 7.16 25.79 32 2408 9.59 29.45

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 179 2891 30.40 46.00 179 2891 42.12 49.37
NORTH CENTRAL 253 5816 34.06 47.39 253 5816 30.46 46.02
SOUTH 273 6341 26.14 43.94 273 6341 32.11 46.69
WEST 177 3216 35.94 48.76 177 3216 46.99 49.91

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 215 2633 36.35 48.10 215 2633 42.19 49.39
SUBURBAN 422 6515 37.05 48.29 422 6515 48.87 49.99
RURAL 245 9117 26.32 44.04 245 9117 24.59 43.06

SCHOOL SIZE:
0 - 199 48 5146 20.96 40.70 48 5146 29.64 39.73
200 - 499 101 4495 20.30 40.22 101 4495 26.16 43.95
500 - 999 174 3577 36.01 48.00 174 3577 37.02 48.29
1000 - 1999 344 3487 51.91 49.96 344 3487 61.04 48.77
2000 II ABOVE 167 867 68.72 46.36 167 867 73.99 43.87



Table 4-29

PERCENT OF SCHOOLS OFFERING PROGRAMS FOR PREGNANT WOMEN

NUMBER
OF

SCHOOLS

1980 RESPONSE

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS MEIN

(WEIGHTED) RESPONSE
STD.

DEVIATION

NUMBER
OF

SCHOOLS

1982 RESPONSE

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS MEAN
(WEIGHTED) RESPONSE

STD.
DEVIATION

TOTAL 881 18560 29.18 45.46 881 18560 29.71 45.70

AVERAGE SES OF SCHOOL:
LOW 205 3920 34.40 47.50 205 3920 32.23 46.74

MEDIUM 456 10358 32.17 46.71 456 10358 33.30 47.13
HIGH 217 4265 16.97 37.54 217 4265 18.73 39.02

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 776 14578 34.42 47.51 776 14578 36.41 48.12
CATHOLIC 72 1409 2..77 41.94 72 1409 11.11 31.43
PRIVATE 32 2564 2.64 16.03 32 2564 1.92 13.72

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 181 3101 22.05 41.46 181 3101 24.01 42.72
NORTH CENTRAL 251 5841 28.90 45.33 251 5841 34.18 47.43
SOUTH 272 6400 32.56 46.86 272 6400 29.29 45.51

NEST 176 3209 29.65 45.67 176 3209 27.99 44.89

COMMUNITY TYPE:
UPBAN 211 2765 28.63 45.20 211 2765 32.72 46.92
SUBURBAN 423 6571 35.43 47.83 423 6571 34.50 47.54
RURAL 246 9214 24.82 43.19 246 9214 25.41 43.54

SCHOOL SIZE:
0 - 199 49 5304 19.17 39.36 49 5304 15.14 35.84
200 - 499 103 4649 24.25 42.86 103 4649 22.57 41.80
500 - 999 173 3554 27.58 44.69 173 3554 33.41 47.17
1000 - 1999 341 3448 45.75 49.82 341 3448 49.69 50.00

2000 i ABOVE 166 856 57.03 49.50 166 856 57.31 49.46



Table 4-30

NUMBER OF SCHOOL HOURS USED FOR INSTRUCTION

NUMBER

OF

SCHOOLS

NUMBER OF

SCHOOLS

(WEIGHTED)

HOURS PER DAY

X Z

WITH WITH

0-4.5 4.6-5.0

Z

WITH

4 5.0

X

WITH

NUMBER

OF

SCHOOLS

HUMBER OF

SCHOOLS

(WEIGHTED)

HOURS PER YEAR

X X

WITH WITH

0-750 751-850

X

WITH

851-950

X

WITP

* 950

973 20113 33.9 32.5 33.6 0.0 961 19923 22.9 26.4 20.3 30. ,

: SES Of SCHOOL:

IN 234 4347 32.3 34.1 33.7 0.0 233 4336 24.5 2:!.9 20.6 32.0
'MUM 409 11082 28.4 33.1 38.6 0.0 ,81 10927 18.1 29.5 18.3 34.1
411 235 4553 48.8 29.9 21.3 0.0 232 4530 32.5 22.5 25.3 19.7

TYPE:

MLIC 857 15709 29.5 35.5 35.0 0.0 846 15521 18.3 30.2 20.0 31.4
nom 00 1527 50.2 26.0 23.0 0.0 80 1527 30.7 24.8 27.0 17.5
IIVATE 35 2855 49.0 19.1 32.0 0.0 34 2854 43.4 6.4 18.3 32.0

MIC REGION:

M1HEAST 206 3429 69.9 15.8 14.2 0.0 206 3429 48.3 27.1 14.6 10.1
MTH CENTRAL 270 6116 31.2 42.0 26.8 0.0 266 6070 18.0 32.6 24.8 23.9
MTH 302 6897 21.2 29.9 48.8 0.0 296 6765 16.7 23.7 12.4 47.2
:ST 194 3650 28.3 37.2 34.5 0.0 192 3639 17.1 20.4 33.0 29.4

ITT TYPE: 1
.4

MAN 243 3491 39.0 28.3 32.7 0.0 240 3457 33.4 15.7 21.7 29.1 I

BURBAN 465 6833 40 8 33.6 25.6 0.0 459 6759 29.9 30.3 18.5 21.2
PAL 264 9768 27.2 33.3 39.6 0.0 261 .9687 14.2 27.4 21.1 37.3

SIZE:

- 199 56 5948 30.7 29.1 40.2 0.0 56 5948 21.7 22.2 18.8 37.2
10 - 499 110 4648 36.3 32.1 31.6 0.0 109 4647 28.2 19.6 21.7 30.5
10 - 999 191 3830 ma 34.1 27.2 0.0 189 3789 21.4 33.8 21.9 22.9
100 - 1999 370 3728 31.5 37.8 30.7 0.0 367 3673 18.6 36.1 18.6 26.7
100 a ABOVE 186 957 30.1 36.3 25.6 0.0 182 920 21.0 31.6 28.1 19.3

PERCENTAGES ARE BASED ON WEIGHTED DATA.
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Table 4-31

STUDENT RATING.OF COPIDITION OF SCHOOL BUILDINGS AND CLASSROOMS
(1=POOR; 4:EXC(LLENT)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOP THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
MHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 20259 2601930 2.70 0.8 2.83 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.2

SEX:
MALE 9721 1271086 2.69 0.8 2.84 0.8 0.8 0.2* 0.2
FEMALE 10538 1330844 2.71 0.8 2.81 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.1

SES:
LOW 4419 531938 2.58 0.8 2.70 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.2
MIDDLE 9870 1312197 2.70 0.8 2.82 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.1
HIGH 5437 696677 2.80 0.8 2.96 0.8 0.8 0.2* 0.2

RACE:
WHITE 15092 2078616 2.73 0.8 2.86 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.2
BLACK 2432 297422 2.55 0.8 2.64 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.1
ASIAN-AMERICAN 271 28860 2.71 0.8 2.79 0.8 0.8 0.1 0.1
AMERICAN INDIAN 153 19234 2.52 0.8 2.50 0.8 0.8 -0.0 -0.0
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1341 90983 2.55 0.8 2.70 0.8 0.8 0.2* 0.2
PUERTO RICAN 225 22011 2.38 0.8 2.55 0.8 0.8 0.2 0.2
OTHER HISPANIC 716 61899 2.66 0.8 2.80 0.8 0.8 0.1 0.2

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 17455 2335327 2.68 0.8 2.80 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.2
PRIVATE 651 76923 2.76 0.8 3.13 0.8 0.8 0.4* 0.5
CATHOLIC 2153 189680 2.89 0.7 2.96 0.8 0.8 0.1 0.1

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4622 609778 2.69 0.8 2.84 0.8 0.8 0.2* 0.2
NORTH CENTRAL 6042 777877 2.73 0.8 2.87 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.2
SOUTH 6171 813748 2.70 0.8 2.79 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.1
WEST 3424 400527 2.66 0.8 2.79 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.2

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6568 850193 2.62 0.8 2.73 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.1
ACADEMIC 8605 1072618 2.80 0.8 2.94 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.2
VOCATIONAL 4985 666511 2.65 0.8 2.77 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.2

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3982 471122 2.66 0.8 2.77 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.1
SUBURBAN 10162 1267016 2.73 0.8 2.88 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.2
RURAL 6115 863792 2.67 0.8 2.78 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.1
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Table 4-32

STUDENT RATING OF SCHOOL LIBRARY FACILITIES
(1=POOR; 4=EXCELLENT)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 19733 2531866 2.87 0.8 2.86 0.8 0.8 -0.0 -0.0

SEX:
MALE 9469 1236742 2.85 0.8 2.86 0.9 0.8 0.0 0.0
FEMALE 10264 1295124 2.89 0.8 2.86 0.8 0.8 -0.0 -0.0

SES:
LOW 4288 514063 2.83 0.8 2.86 0.8 0.8 0.0 0.0
MIDDLE 9611 1278275 2.87 0.8 2.86 0.8 0.8 -0.0 -0.0
HIGH 5319 681148 2.90 0.8 2.87 0.8 0.8 -0.0 -0.0

RACE:
WHITE 14696 2024261 2.87 0.8 2.86 0.8 0.8 -0.0 -0.0
BLACK 2361 288240 2.92 0.8 2.90 0.8 0.8 -0.0 -0.0
ASIAN-AMERICAN 26C 28653 2.81 0.7 2.85 0.8 0.8 0.0 0.1
AMERICAN INDIAN 152 18964 2.69 0.8 2.69 0.8 0.8 -0.0 -0.0
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1318 88675 2.81 0.8 2.88 0.8 0.8 0.1 0.1
PUERTO RICAN 214 20409 2.88 0.8 2.88 0.8 0.8 -0.0 -0.0
OTHER HISPANIC 696 59815 2.91 0.8 2.87 0.8 0.8 -0.0 -0.0

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 16979 2271388 2.88 0.8 2.88 0.4 0.8 0.0 0.0
PRIVATE 643 75144 2.72 0.9 2.78 0.9 0.9 0.1 0.1
CATHOLIC 2111 185334 2.80 0.8 2.68 0.9 0.8 -0.1* -0.2

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4453 masa 2.88 0.8 2.87 0.8 0.8 -0.0 -0.0
NORTH CENTRAL 5892 759219 2.87 0.8 2.88 0.8 0.8 0.0 0.0
SOUTH 6048 795863 2.89 0.8 2.85 0.8 0.8 -0.0 -0.0
NEST 33411 389896 2.81 0.8 2.84 0.8 0.8 0.0 0.0

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6402 828106 2.81 0.8 2.84 0.8 0.8 0.0 0.0
ACADEMIC 8430 1049889 2.90 0.8 2.83 0.8 0.8 -0.1* -0.1
VOCATIONAL 4804 641819 2.90 0.8 2.94 0.8 0.8 0.0 0.1

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3825 451657 2.93 0.8 2.91 0.8 0.8 -0.0 -0.0
SUBURBAN 9914 1233442 2.89 0.8 2.89 0.8 0.8 -0.0 -0.0
RURAL 5994 846767 2.81 0.8 2.80 0.9 0.8 -0.0 -0.0
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Table 4-63

EDUCATIONAL COST PER STUDENT ITN THOUSAND DOLLARS), 1980

NUMBER

OF

SCHOOLS

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS

(WEIGHTED)

PUBLIC SCHOOLS

% %

WITH WITH

0-0.9 1.0-1.9

%

WITH

2.0-2.9

%
WITH

3.0 i UP

NUMBER

OF

SCHOOLS

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS

(WEIGHTED)

PRIVATE SCHOOLS

% %

WITH WITH

0-0.9 1.0-1.9

%
WITH

2.0-2.9

%

WITH

3.0 i UP

740 14991 12.6 65.9 18.2 3.2 111 4368 23.0 40.2 14.5 22.3

SES OF SCHOOL:

II 161 3276 23.1 65.7 9.6 1.5 6 32 74.9 25.1 0.0 0.0

DIUM 399 8850 8.9 71.4 17 A 2.3 33 1449 40.5 39.7 1.5 18.2

EH 167 2778 12.4 49.8 29.! 8.2 70 mea 13.6 40.6 21.2 24.5

TYPE:

BLIC 693 13203 11.6 67.6 18.1 2.8

THOLIC 77 1494 26.3 62.9 10.7 0.0

IVATE 33 2872 21.2 28.4 16.5 33.9

HIC RESTON:

RTHEAST 141 2601 7.6 48.0 41.1 3.3 32 oal 16.9 50.6 1.7 30.8

RTH CENTRAL 225 5272 2.9 78.7 14.7 3.8 31 666 33.5 64.9 1.0 0.6

UTH 217 4735 24.5 69.5 2.5 3.5 31 1582 29.3 43.1 20.1 7.5

ST 157 2384 15.9 50.2 32.4 1.4 17 1239 13.6 15.7 23.9 46.7

TY TYPE:

BAN 155 1669 11.0 66.5 21.9 0.6 27 1691 10.4 45.1 19.5 25.0

BURBAN 363 5092 8.3 63.6 22.2 6.0 70 1623 30.0 34.5 3.6 31.8
PAL 222 6211 15.7 67.2 15.0 2.1 14 1055 32.4 41.1 23.4 3.1

SIZE:

- 199 39 3868 10.6 66.8 19.2 3.3 20 2570 23.7 29.4 22.4 24.5

4 - 499 78 3807 14.6 62.6 18.4 4.4 34 917 26.4 33.3 6.6 33.7

4 - 999 146 2911 14.3 68.4 14.7 2.6 34 550 11.1 83.0 0.0 6.0

10 - 1999 304 3105 11.1 66.9 20.2 1.8 20 194 47.6 52.4 0.0 0.0

40 1 ABOVE 132 717 9.2 54.5 28.3 8.0 1 8 0.0 100.0 0.0 0.0

1RCENTAGES ARE BASED OH WEIGHTED DAM.
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5. Education Expenditures

A final measure of school resources is the average per pupil school
expenditure in 1980. Public school administrators were asked to report
their school district's average per pupil expenditure. Administrators in
nonpublic schools reported the annual tuition for a high school scudent
attending their school and what percentage of high school funds this
tuition payment represented. TUition was divided by this latter percentage
to estimate school expenditures for private schools. Table 4-33 groups
schools by level of education expenditure.

Sixty-six percent of the public schools reported spending between
$1,000 and $1,999 per pupil, while another 21 percent spent $2,000 or
more. Educational expenditures varied considerably, however, among
classification variables. For example, 23 percent of low SES schools
spent less than $1,000 per pupil compared with 12 percent of high SES
schools. Eleven percent of low SES schools spent $2,000 or more compared
with 38 percent of high SES schools. Expenditures were highest in the
Northeast and lowest in the South.

The range of expenditures was greater across private schools.
Twenty-three percent spent less than $1,000, 40 percent between $1,000
and $1,999, 15 percent between $2,000 and $2,999, and 22 percent, $3,000
or more. The lowest spending schools (less than $1,000) were mostly low
SES schools and those located in the Midwest and South. Two-thirds of
the Catholic schools spent between $1,000 and $1,999, a percentag
similar to the public schools. The highest spending schools ($3,000 or
more) were small, medium, and high SES, non-Catholic private schools, and
located in the Northeast or West.

C. SCHOOL POLICIES AND PRACTICES

School policies and practices are a measure of how a school manages
its resources to provide appropriate educational experiences to all of
its students. This group of variablesilOcludes the way in which academic
programs are structured, the educational standards, the school climate,
and the quality of instruction.

1. Academic Program Structure

Three measures of academic program structure were drawn from the
school questionnaire: the percentage of students enrolled in the academic/
college preparatory or general education curriculum, the use of ability
groups in high school English courses, and the importance attached to
selected school goals.

a. Type of curriculum. Data in Chapter 3 showed that 60 percent
of students reported they were enrolled in a general education or voca-
tional education, rather than an academic/college preparatory curriculum.
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Table 4-34 shows the percentage of schools with different concentrations
of students in the academic and general education program in 1980. Forty
percent of the schools had 50 percent or more of their students enrolled
in the academic program. These percentages varied widely by school
SES, school type, and community type, however. For example, 80 percent of
high SES schools enrolled a majority of their students in an academic
program, compared with 11 percent of low SES schools. Ninety percent of
Catholic schools compared with 27 percent of public schools had this mix
of students. In fact, 82 percent of Catholic schools had 70 percent or
more of their students in an academic program, compared with only 9
percent of public schools. Rural schools were less likely to have large
concentrations of academic students, as were schools in the South and
North-Central regions of the country. Instead, 40 to 50 percent of low
and medium SES schools, public schools, schools outside the Northeast and
rural schools had 70 percent or more of their students taking a general
education curriculum.

b. Use of abiity grouping. Schools were asked whether they
used homogeneous groupings, according to ability or achievement, for
10th- and 12th-grade students in English classes. The results for the
10th grade in 1980 and the 12th grade in 1982, the classes attended by
our sample, are presented in Table 4-35. About 42 percent of the schools
use ability grouping at these two grade levels in English. High SES
schools are more apt to use groupings than low SES schools, and Catholic
schools more than public schools. Substantial regional differences
appear, with two-thirds or more of the schools in the Northeast using
ability grouping in both.10th and 12th grades compared with 30 percent in
the North-Central region and 43 percent in the South. The use of grouping

is closely related to school size: only 15 percent of the smallest
schools use this approach compared with 70 percent of the largest schools.
Of those schools that used ability groups in 12th-grade English in 1980,
the average number of ability groups was 2.9. The number of groups
varied little among the classification variables, except for school size.
The average number of groups in small schools was 2.0 compared with 3.6
in the largest schools. (See Table 4-36.)

c. School goals. In 1982, school administrators were asked to
indicate their impression of the importance attached to each of 12
possible goals in their high school. For purposes of analysis, the 12

goals were grouped into four categories: Academic development (the high
school should "develop students' abilities to solve problems and think
critically," "prepare students for further schooling," and "prepare
students to understand and deal with computers and other information
technology"); social development (the high school should "help students
in their social development by stressing the ability to get along with
and understand all people" and "help students gain an understanding of
their strengths and weaknesses"); general education (the high school
should "prepare students to be good citizens," "teach basic skills,
ftprepare students to be informed consumers," and "give students a broad
general educational background"); and vocational development (the high
school should "help students make realistic plans for what they will be
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Table 4-34

PERCENT OF SOPHOMORES IN GENERAL AND ACADEMIC PROGRAMS, :980

NUMBER

OF
NUMBER OF

SCHOOLS

GENERAL PROGRAM

% %

WITH WITH
%

WITH

:4

WITH

NUMBER

OF

MR1BER OF

SCHOOLS

ACADEMIC PROGRAM

% %

WITH WITH

%

WITH

%

WITH
SCHOOLS WEIGHTED) 0-29 2 30-49 % 50-69 % 70-100 % SCHOOLS WEIGHTED) 0-29 Z 30-49 % 50-69 X 70-100 %

913 19856 32.8 15.0 16.2 36.1 919 19519 38.8 21.6 17.9 21.7

E SES OF SCHOOL:

OW 223 4460 25.5 12.5 13.4 48.6 221 4459 67.3 20.9 3.5 8.2
MUM 463 10641 24.5 16.3 18.5 40.7 465 10241 39.0 28.1 e1.7 11.2

IGH 220 4722 58.2 14.4 13.6 13.8 226 4786 11.6 8.1 23.3 56.9

TYPE:

URIC 796 15173 24.9 16.1 17.4 41.6 805 15135 46.3 26.8 18.1 8.6
ATHOL1C 78 1526 81.6 6.1 6.2 6.2 79 1529 6.2 2.9 8.7 82.3
R1VATE 37 3156 47.2 13.6 15.0 24.3 35 2854 16.3 4.0 22.1 57.7

PH1C REGION:

ORTHEAST 186 3229 69.1 18.4 8.6 3.9 192 3286 12.8 23.2 27.2 36.9
ORM CENTRAL 256 5912 17.9 20.9 19.5 41.6 258 5828 40.7 29.2 18.4 11.8 I

MTH 286 6848 36.3 11.1 15.0 37.6 286 6696 47.5 20.0 7.5 25.0 5
EST 185 3867 19.0 9.7 19.3 52.0 183 3709 43.1 11.1 27.8 18.1 L..1

1

ITY TYPE:

ROAN 228 3375 40.4 17.7 14.0 27.9 230 3244 28.5 16.0 14.1 41.4
UBURBAN 435 6812 44.5 14.0 19.8 21.7 438 6835 28.8 20.8 22.3 28.1

URAL 250 9668 21.9 14.7 14.3 49.1 251 9439 49.5 24.1 16.0 10.4

SIZE:

- 199 59 6269 24.6 6.9 13.8 54.7 56 5837 46.1 6.2 23.2 24.5
00 - 499 104 4587 33.6 13.7 14.7 38.1 106 4592 44.9 21.1 10.8 23.1

00 - 999 180 3658 44.5 19.4 15.2 20.9 179 3649 35.1 28.9 15.0 21.0

000 - 1999 349 3513 33.5 21.8 23.9 20.8 353 3584 26.3 33.0 22.4 18.3
000 A ABOVE 166 855 38.5 19.3 15.0 27.2 170 885 28.6 22.1 26.5 22.8

PERCENTAGES ARE BASED ON WEIGHTED DATA.
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Tab le 4-35

PERCENT OF SCHOOLS WITH ABILITY GROUP/NG IN ENGLISH

NUMBER
OF

SCHOOLS

10TH GRADE- 1980

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS MEAN
(WEIGHTED) RESPONSE

STD.
DEVIATION

NUMBER
OF

SCHOOLS

12TH GRADE-1982

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS MEAN
(WEIGHTED) RESPONSE

STD.
DEVIATION

TOTAL 904 18400 42.28 49.40 904 18400 41.91 49.34

AVERAGE SES OF SCHOOL:
LOW 209 3843 40.84 49.15 209 3843 40.29 49.05
MEDIUM 467 10466 38.40 48.64 467 10466 38.34 48.62
HIGH 221 4022 53.21 49.9, 221 4022 52.21 49.95

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 793 14662 43.34 49.55 793 14662 42.29 49.40
CATHOLIC 74 1425 50.88 49.99 74 1425 56.34 49.60
PRIVATE 31 2250 29.10 45.42 31 2250 29.50 45.61

GEOGRAPHIC REG/ON:
NORTHEAST 187 3177 67.44 46.86 187 3177 74.05 43.84
NORTH CENTRAL 255 5887 29.90 45.78 255 5887 26.60 44.19
SOUTH 280 6466 42.81 49.48 280 6466 43.97 49.63
WEST 176 2808 37.91 48.52 176 2808 32.28 46.75

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 219 2798 45.95 49.84 219 2798 48.32 49.97
SUBURBAN 432 6563 54.30 49.81 432 6563 50.14 50.00
RURAL 247 8977 32.14 46.70 247 8977 33.69 47.27

SCHOOL SIZE:
0 - 199 47 4998 16.95 37.52 47 4998 15.15 35.85
200 - 499 104 4543 27.68 44.74 104 4543 35.13 47.74
500 - 999 175 3566 54.49 49.80 175 3566 54.39 49.81
1000 - 1999 355 3609 73.53 44.12 355 3609 67.75 46.74
2000 & ABOVE 170 879 76.33 42.50 170 879 69.93 45.86

123



Table 4-36

NUMBER OF ABILITY GROUPS IN TWELFTH GRADE ENGLISH, 1980

NUMBER
OF

SCHOOLS

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS
(WEIGHTED)

MEAN
RESPONSE

STD.
DEVIATION

TOTAL 521 7854 2.90 1.13

AVERAGE SES OF BCHOOL:
LOW 117 1636 2.70 0.89
MEDIUM 252 3994 2.97 1.29
HIGH 137 2103 2.91 0.95

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 449 6275 2.96 1.16
CATHOLIC 50 803 2.91 0.92
PRIVATE 9 664 2.29 0.91

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 144 2332 3.18 1.27
NORTH CENTRAL 101 1581 2.46 0.83
SOUTH 163 2803 2.96 1.07
WEST 100 1026 2.73 1.15

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 136 1373 2.85 1.02
SUBURBAN 261 3282 3.16 1.33
RURAL 111 3087 2.64 0.86

SCHOOL SIZE:
0 - 199 5 757 2.00 0.0
200 - 499 36 1706 2.34 0.62
500 - 999 95 1933 2.98 1.01
1000 - 1999 234 2424 3.32 1.26
2000 i ABOVE 115 607 3.64 1.39
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after graduation," "provide in-school training for various vocations,"
and "arrange out-of-school experiences in various vocations").

Table 4-37 presents average ratings for each of these four groups
of goals, with 1 = Not Lnportant and 4 = Very Lnportant. The highest
ratings were given to general education (3.59) and social development
(3.58). Academic development and vocational development also received
high average ratings, 3.29 and 2.99, respectively. There is little
variation in ratings when schools are grouped by any of the classification
variables. High SES schools placed slightly more emphasis on academic
development than low SES schools (3.44 versus 3.20) and less emphasis on
vocational development (2.82 versus 3.16). Catholic schools gave vocational
development a lower rating than public schools (2.66 versus 3.07).

2. Eduational Standards

A second set of policies affecting the educational program is
the use of minimum competency standards, particularly the requirement
that students pass a minimum competency test before graduation from high
school, and the establishment of minimum course requirements for the
academic/college preparatory curriculum.

a. Minimum competency tests. In 1980, 18 percent of the high schools
required graduating seniors to pass a minimum competency (proficiency)
test. This percentage rose to 21 percent by 1982. (See Table 4-38.) In
that latter year, when our sample of students graduated from high school,
the requirement was more likely to be found in low SES schools, in public
rather than Catholic schools, in the Northeast and West, and in urban
rather than rural schools.

b. Course requirements for college preparatory program. In most
high schools, students enrolled in the college preparatory curriculum
must complete a specified number of academic courses in English, mathe-
matics, science, social studies, and foreign language. These requirements
generally exceed those set for students in other curricular areas. In
1982, schools reported the number of semester-length courses in mathematics,
science, foreign language and English/language arts required in their
college preparatory curriculum. As shown in Table 4-39, only 15 percent
of the schools required 6 or more semesters (3 or more years) of mathematics,
and 9 percent required 6 or more semesters of science, the minimum
recommended by the National Commission on Excellence in Education for all
high school students. These requirements differed, however, by school
characteristics. Looking at mathematics, we find that 32 percent of high
SES compared with 11 percent of low or medium SES schools required 6 or
more semesters. Thirty-two percent of Catholic compared to 9 percent of
public schools had similar requirements. Schools in the Northeast and
urban schools had stricter requirements, but there was little difference
when schools were grouped by size, reflecting the higher college preparatory
requirements found in Catholic and private schools. In the area of
science, differences in the percentage of schools requiring 6 or more
semesters emerge between high and low/medium SES schools and between

125



Table 4-37

IMPORTANCE OF DEVELOPING STUDENTS IN THE FOLLOWING AREAS AS A SCHOOL GOAL, 1982

(1=1101 IMPORTANT, 2=1101 TOO INPORTANT, PIMPORTANT, 4=YERY IMPORTANT)

NUMBER

OF

SCHOOLS

ACADEMIC

WGTD

NUMBER MEAN

STD.

DEY.

MEER
OF

SCHOOLS

SOCIAL

WOO
NUMBER MEAN

STD.

DEL,.

GENERAL EOUC.

!USER
OF MGM

SCHOOLS NUMBER MEAN
STD.

DEY.

NUMBER

OF

SCHOOLS

VOCATIONAL

WGTD

NUMBER MEAN

STD.

DEY.

934 19024 3.29 0.44 930 18965 3.58 0.44 934 19024 3.59 0.34 931 19011 2.99 0.56

SES OF SCHOOL%

213 3854 3.20 0.45 213 3854 3.60 0.40 213 3854 3.62 0.35 213 3854 3.16 0.51
IUM 472 10483 3.25 0.45 469 10434 3.51 0.44 472 10483 3.60 0.33 470 10471 3.00 0.52

223 4319 3.44 0.37 222 4309 3.63 0.43 223 4319 3.52 0.35 222 4318 2.82 0.63

YPE:

LIC 804 14703 3.28 0.44 800 14645 3.56 0.44 804 14703 3.62 0.34 803 14693 3.07 0.51
HOLIC 73 1396 3.39 0.50 73 1396 3.71 0.39 73 1396 3.60 0.31 72 1395 2.66 0.63
VATE 33 2565 3.23 0.39 33 2565 3.56 0.42 33 2565 3.40 0.32 32 2564 2.72 0.61 -

0
IC REGION:

THEM 190 3187 3.39 0.42 189 3153 3.62 0.46 190 3187 3.55 0.39 189 3186 2.97 0.60
RI CENTRAL 255 5e84 3.30 0.45 254 5877 3.52 0.44 255 5884 3.63 0.31 254 5874 2.94 0.52
TH 280 6359 3.23 0.44 279 6351 3.61 0.41 280 6359 3.59 0.34 271 6357 3.11 0.55

f TYPE%

185 3235 3.25 0.41 184 3224 3.54 0.46 185 3235 3.53 0.34 185 3235 2.85 0.54

226 2853 3.30 0.47 226 2853 3.59 0.46 226 2853 3.58 0.33 225 2851 3.08 0.59
LRBAN 434 6653 3.36 0.44 430 6594 3.57 0.47 434 6653 3.56 0.36 433 6652 2.99 0.58

250 9159 3.22 0.42 250 9159 3.57 0.41 250 9159 3.60 0.33 249 9149 2.96 0.52

IZE:

199 50 5319 3.09 0.40 50 5319 3.54 0.40 50 5319 3.4e 0.33 50 5319 2.78 0.53
- 499 103 4464 3.29 0.44 102 4430 3.57 0.45 103 4464 3.61 0.34 102 4463 3.00 0.59
- 999 176 3591 3.38 0.41 176 3591 3.57 0.45 176 3591 3.62 0.33 176 3591 3.01 0.52
- 1999 356 3611 3.41 0.44 353 3586 3.60 0.45 356 3611 3.65 0.32 354 3600 3.17 0.51

) A ABOVE 175 911 3.46 0.42 175 911 3.59 0.50 175 911 3.68 0.33 175 911 3.28 0.49
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Table 4-38

PERCENT OF SCHOOLS REQUIRING MINIMUM COMPETENCY TESTS (MCT) TO GRADUAVE

NUMBER
OF

SCHOOLS

1980 RESPONSE

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS MEAN
(WEIGHTED) RESPONSE

STD.
DEVIATION

NUMBER
OF

SCHOOLS

1982 RESPONSE

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS MEAN

(WEIGHTED) RESPONSE
STD.

0Ei/AT/ON

TOTAL 929 18955 17.56 38.05 929 18955 21.49 41.07

AVERAGE SES OF SCHOOL:
LOW 213 3987 20.14 40.10 213 3987 25.57 43.63

MEDIUM 470 10492 15.38 36.07 470 10492 18.09 38.50

HIGH 224 4050 21.73 41.24 224 4050 22.43 41.71

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 804 14862 18.33 38.69 804 14862 23.37 42.32

CATHOLIC 74 1425 15.66 36.35 74 1425 11.26 31.61

PRIVATE 31 2250 15.51 36.20 31 2250 8.57 27.99

GEOGRAPHIC REG/ON:
NORTHEAST 191 3203 39.30 48.84 191 3203 37.47 48.41

NORTH CENTRAL 258 5927 3.26 17.75 258 5927 3.29 17.85

SOUTH 280 6455 14.03 34.72 280 6455 20.85 40.62

WEST zao 2953 31.80 46.57 180 2953 36.75 48.21

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 226 2853 34.46 47.52 226 2853 31.87 46.60

SUBURBAN 434 6582 17.98 38.40 434 6582 24.85 43.21

RURAL 249 9103 12.41 32.97 249 9103 14.08 34.78

SCHOOL SIZE:
0 - 199 48 5004 9.51 29.34 48 5004 4.61 20.98

200 - 499 104 4617 15.39 36.08 104 4617 13.98 34.68

500 - 999 177 3620 17.99 38.41 177 3620 23.67 42.51

1000 - 1999 358 3637 23.81 42.59 358 3637 35.96 47.99

2000 i ABOVE 174 894 40.60 49.11 174 894 58.09 49.34
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Table 4-39

HUMBER OF COURSES REQUIRED IN MATH AND SCIENCE FOR COLEGE PREP.p 1982

MATH COURSES SCIENCE COURSES

NUMBER HUMBER OF 2 % % % NUMER NUMBER OF % % % %
OF SCHOOLS WITH WITH WITH WITH OF SCHOOLS WITH WITH WITH WITH

SCHOOLS (WEIGHTED) 0-1 2-3 4-5 6 i UP SCHOOLS (WEIGHTED/ 0-1 2-3 4-5 6 6 UP

877 17884 8.7 45.8 30.9 14.6 876 17871 12.3 48.4 30.1 9.2

GE SES OF SCHOOL:

LOW 205 3716 11.7 50.3 27.4 10.7 205 3716 19.9 46.9 25.0 8.1MEDIUM 450 10160 8.7 47.6 34.4 9.3 450 10160 10.7 50.9 32.6 5.7HIGH 220 3999 6.0 36.9 25.4 31.7 219 3987 9.1 43.4 28.4 19.1

L TYPE:

RELIC 772 14222 10.2 50.0 30.8 9.1 771 14209 13.3 52.7 27.3 6.6:ATHOL1C 74 1411 5.8 25.2 36.6 32.4 74 1411 8.2 32.5 40.1 19.2PRIVATE 31 2250 1.5 32.0 28.0 38.5 31 2250 8.5 31.2 41.2 19.1

WHIC REGION:
AIIRTHEAST 180 3062 9.7 33.7 31.9 24.7 179 3050 12.8 38.9 38.2 10.2
VORIH CENTRAL 248 5782 13.7 54.9 23.6 7.8 248 5782 12.5 58.9 22.5 6.1SOUTH 275 6183 5.9 44.9 32.4 16.9 275 6183 14.1 43.8 31.1 11.0JEST 174 2856 3.7 42.3 41.4 12.6 174 2856 7.5 47.4 34.6 10.5

(ITY TYPE:

YUAN 212 2535 3.4 26.2 34.4 36.0 212 2535 6.3 30.7 49.3 13.6iUBURBAN 425 6384 6.6 44.8 32.0 16.6 424 6372 14.0 45.1 27.7 13.2/URAL 240 8965 11.7 52.0 29.1 7.1 240 8965 12.8 55.8 26.3 5.1

. SIZE:

I - 199 47 4915 5.1 52.6 29.5 12.8 47 4905 8.9 52.2 32.4 6.400 - 499 101 4357 12.2 46.9 22.4 18.5 101 4357 13.0 45.4 25.1 16.500 - 999 165 3319 9.9 37.3 36.7 16.1 165 3319 13.6 45.1 34.0 7.4L000 - 1999 337 3426 8.6 39.9 36.0 13.6 336 3413 14.1 46.7 30.6 8.5100 i ABOVE 161 835 4.5 46.6 37.6 11.4 161 835 12.0 51.1 31.7 5.1

PERCENTAGES ARE BASED C61 WEIGHTED DATA.
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public and Catholic schools, but the gap is smaller than with mathematics.
There are few regional differences and a narrower difference between
rural and non-rural schools.

Course requirements for foreign language and English are shown in
Table 4-40. Eighteen percent of the schools required 4 or more semesters
(2 or more years) of a foreign language in their college preparatory
curriculum, the number of semesters recommended by the National Commission
on Excellence in Education for college-bound students. Percentages range
from 35 percent of high SES schools to 10 percent of low SES schools; 39
percent of Catholic schools to 12 percent of public schools; 30 percent
of schools in the Northeast to 12 percent of schools in the North-Central
region; and 37 percent of urban schools to 7 percent of rural schools.
Sixty-one percent of the schools required college-preparatory students to
take 6 or more semesters of English. Variation in this requirement is
found when schools are grouped by student SES and community type.
Sixty-eight percent of high SES schools have this requirement compared
with 46 percent of low SES schools, and 76 percent of urban schools
compared with 52 percent of rural schools. The National Commission
suggested that all high school students take 4 years, or 8 semesters of
English.

3. School Climate

The school and student questionnaire contained a number of questions
designed to measure the extent of disciplinary problems in the school,
the number and type of rules enforced in the school, and the students'
perception of the effectiveness and fairness of disciplinary policies.

a. Disciplinary problems. Three different measures of the extent
of disciplinary problons in the schools will be discussed. First,

schools reported the percentage of seniors suspended for academic or
disciplinary reasons in 1982 (Table 4-41). Fourteen percent of the
schools had suspension rates of 10 percent or more, ranging from 4
percent of the Catholic schools to 16 percent of the public schools.
Suspension rates were generally higher in low SES than in high SES
schools, and lower in schools in the South. There was little variation
among schools when they were grouped by community type and school size,
except for the very mnallest schools (fewer than 200 students).

Second, school administrators reported how often verbal confrontation
occurred among students (Table 4-42) and between students and teachers
(Table 4-43). A response of 1 meant the confrontation occurred daily and
a response of 4 meant it occurred rarely or never. The average response
was 2.8 for verbal confrontation among students (slightly more often than
once a month) and 3.2 for verbal confrontation between students and
teachers (slightly less often than once a month). Either type of confron-
tation occurred with less frequency in high SES schools, in Catholic
schools, rural schools, and small schools.
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Table 4-40

NUMBER OF COURSES REQUIRED IN LANGUAGES FCR COLLEGE PREP., 1982

NUMBER

OF
FARMER OF

SCHOOLS

LANGUAGE COURSES

2 X
WITH WITH

X

WITH

2

WITH

NUMBER

OF

NUMBER OF

SCHOOLS

ENGLISH COURSES

X %

WITH WITH

%

WITH

X

WITHSCHOOLS (WEIGHTED) 0-1 2-3 4-5 6 I UP SCHOOLS (WEIGHTED) 0-1 2-3 4-5 6 & UP

826 16480 67.1 14.7 13.1 5.2 878 17931 2.4 9.0 27.7 60.9

SES OF SCHOOL:

195 3222 76.7 13.4 8.8 1.1 205 3712 3.1 17.5 33.5 46.0IUM 420 9365 73.7 12.3 11.8 2.3 449 10177 2.7 8.8 24.6 63.8H 209 3883 43.1 21.5 19.8 15.6 222 4032 0.8 1.6 30.1 67.5

YPE:

LIC 723 12990 77.6 10.1 10.8 1.5 773 14269 2.9 11.0 25.6 60.6HOLIC 73 1396 32.1 28.8 31.1 8.0 74 1411 1.4 3.3 30.3 65.0UTE 30 2093 24.9 33.7 15.3 26.1 31 2250 0.0 0.0 39.5 60.5

IC REGION:

THEAST 175 2977 42.2 27.3 25.3 5.1 179 3061 0.5 2.3 37.8 59.3TH CENTRAL 234 5480 80.1 8.1 10.5 1.4 250 5848 2.9 14.0 14.6 68.5rti 250 5319 69.3 17.1 9.4 4.2 275 6179 2.6 7.8 38.7 50.8
1-r 167 2703 63.5 9.5 12.0 15.0 174 2843 2.8 8.5 19.8 68.9 r
r

f TYPE: 1

IN 201 2479 36.4 27.1 27.3 9.3 212 2543 2.1 3.7 18.1 76.1URBAN 406 5791 58.8 14.5 16.9 9.8 425 6371 1.5 4.2 26.4 67.7IL 219 8209 82.1 11.1 6.1 0.7 241 9017 3.1 13.9 31.k 51.9

IZE:

199 42 4344 67.6 17.7 7.4 7.3 47 4905 0.0 10.7 31.7 57.6- 499 96 4106 70.8 12.1 10.2 6.9 101 4357 4.1 9.3 28.2 58.4- 999 156 3023 63.2 14.4 18.1 4.3 167 3304 4.2 7.5 22.5 65.8) - 1999 321 3264 66.1 11.2 19.4 3.3 337 3417 1.7 5.3 27.6 65.41 & ABOVE 148 769 62.0 17.9 17.5 2.6 160 824 1.7 8.8 20.1 69.4

10ENTAGES ARE BASED ON WEIGHTED DATA.
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Tab le 4-4 1

PERCENT Of SENIORS SUSPENDED FOR ACADEMIC OR DISCIPLINARY REASONS, 1982

NUMBER
OF

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS

X
WITH

'A

WITH
X

WITH
X

WITH

SCHOOLS (WEIGHTED) 0-4 X 5-9 X 10-19 X 20-100 X

TOTAL 947 19680 69.7 16.5 10.6 3.3

AVERAGE SES OF SCHOOL)
LOW 230 4226 66.3 15.5 16.1 2.0

MEDIUM 483 10716 68.0 18.2 10.7 3.1

HIGH 131 4724 76.5 13.3 5.4 4.8

SCHOOL TYPE(
PUDLIC 830 15389 65.0 19.5 12.3 3.2

CATHOLIC 74 1411 81.1 15.1 3.8 0.0

PRIVATE 35 2880 88.8 0.8 4.9 5.5

GEOGRAPHIC REGION)
NORTHEAST 200 3280 '.5 21.5 13.9 3.0

NORTH CENTRAL 261 5992 4 19.8 5.2 3.5

SOUTH 294 6646 70.2 14.1 13.8 1.9

WEST 192 3762 72.9 10.9 10.6 5.6

COMMUNITY TYPE(
URBAN 236 3211 72.6 13.7 10.1 3.6

SUOURBAN 449 6837 65.3 18.4 10.7 5.6

RURAL 262 9632 71.8 16.0 10.7 1.5

SCHOOL SIZE(
0 - 199 52 5634 92.0 4.7 0.5 2.8

200 - 499 107 4670 73.8 10.2 14.0 2.0

500 - 999 178 3629 56.5 24.6 14.6 4.3

1000 - 1999 363 3701 50.2 31.7 13.9 4.2

2000 2 ABOVE 174 901 53.3 26.2 12.6 7.9

mu: PERCENTAGES ARE BASED ON WEIGHTED OATA.
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Table 4-42

'OCCURRENCE OF VERBAL CONFRONTATION AMONG STUDENTS, 1982

(1:DAILY, 2:WEEKLY, I:MONTHLY, 4:RARELY/NEVER)

NUMBER
OF

SCHOOLS

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS
(WEIGHTED1

MEAN
RESPONSE

STD.
DEVIATION

TOTAL 926 19035 2.83 0.94

AVERAGE SES OF SCHOOL:
LOW 208 3930 2.70 0.93MEDIUM 468 10375 2.78 0.91HIGH 224 4362 3.07 0.96

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 796 14687 2.72 0.90CATHOLIC 74 1425 3.34 0.83
PRIVATE 32 2564 3.21 1.00

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 191 3203 2.85 0.95NORTH CENTRAL 254 5891 2.86 0.92SOUTH 276 6373 2.76 0.93NEST 181 3210 2.91 0.97

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 224 2839 2.68 1.03SUBURBAN 430 6646 2.76 0.97RURAL 248 9191 2.93 0.87

SCHOOL SIZE:
0 - 199 50 5319 3.19 0.96200 - 499 102 4546 2.95 0.86500 - 999 175 3567 2.72 0.871000 - 1999 352 3581 2.45 0.882000 i ABOVE 174 908 2.46 0.92

135



Table 4-43

OCCURRENCE OF VERBAL CONFRONTATION BETWEEN STUDENTS AND TEACHERS, 1982

(1=DAILY, MEEKLY, 3=MORTHLY, 4=RARELY/NEVER)

NUMBER
OF

SCHOOLS

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS
(WEIGHTED)

MEAN
RESPONSE

STD.
DEVIATION

TOTAL 926 18998 3.17 0.80

AVERAGE SES OF SCHOOL:
LOW 209 3939 3.12 cal
MEDIUM 468 10344 3.13 0.79
HIGH 223 4346 3.28 0.79

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 795 14648 3.09 cal
CATHOLIC 74 1425 3.50 0.77
PRIVATE 33 2565 3.41 0.67

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 191 3203 3.16 0.85
NORTH CENTRAL 254 5383 3.11 0.78
SOUTH 276 6388 3.15 0.77
WEST 181 3165 3.31 ma

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 224 2839 2.94 0.83
SUBURBAN 430 6653 3.18 0.83
RURAL 248 9146 3.22 0.75

SCHOOL SIZE:
0 - 199 50 5319 344 0.68

200 - 499 103 4548 3.12 0.71
500 - 999 175 3567 3.08 0.6.
l000 - 1999 353 3605 2.94 0.85
2000 i ABOVE 173 899 2.95 0.93
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Third, administrators assessed the severity of 12 problems in their
schools in both 1980 and 1982. Table 4-44 presents their responses to
five of these problems, and an average response to all 12 problems.
Responses were 1 = serious to 4 = no problem exists.

Table 4-44

Severity of Problems in the High School
(Scale: 1 = serious to 4 = no problems)

1980 1982
Mean S.D. Mean S.D.

Teacher absenteeism 3.2 0.7 3.2 0.7

Vandalism within the school 2.8 0.6 2.9 0.5

Drug and alcohol abuse 2.6 0.7 2.7 0.7

Student absenteeism 2.6 0.8 2.5 0.7

Parental lack of interest
in students' progress

2.6 0.8 2.5 0.7

Average of 12 problems 3.0 0.4 3.0 0.4

The average report for all 12 problems was 3.0, or minor. Teacher
absenteeism, vandalism, and drug and alcohol abuse were considered minor
problems, while student absenteeism and lack of parental interest fell
between moderate and minor. These ratings are shown by classification
variables in Tables 4-45 through 4-50. Generally, problems are less
severe in high SES than in low SES schools, in Catholic than in public
schools, in rural than in urban schools, and in small than in large
schools. Large differences occur between high and low SES schools in two
areas: student absenteeism and lack of parental interest. Differences
between Catholic and public schools are substantial in these two areas
and with regard to teacher absenteeism. School size is associated with the reported
severity of student absenteeism, teacher absenteeism, vandalism, and drug
and alcohol abuse.

Finally, students were asked to what extent certain disciplinary
matters were problems in their schools. Table 4-51 summarizes their
responses as sophomores (1980) and seniors (1982). Responses were
1 = Often Happens to 3 = Rarely or Never Happens.
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Table 4-45

SEVERITY OF TEACHER ABSENTEEISM
11=SERIOUS, 2=MODERATE, 3=MINOR, 4=N0 PROBLEM EXISTS)

NUMBER
OF

SCHOOLS

1980 RESPONSE

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS MEAN
1WEIGHTED) RESPONSE

STD.
DEVIATION

NUHBER
OF

SCHOOLS

1982 RESPONSE

NUHBER OF
SCHOOLS MEAN
1WEIGHTED) RESPONSE

STD.
DEVIATION

TOTAL 904 18674 3.16 0.66 904 18674 3.15 0.67

AVERAGE SES OF SCHOOL:
LOW 203 3881 2.96 0.66 203 3881 3.00 0.67

MEDIUM 467 10344 3.22 0.68 467 10344 3.15 0.65

HIGH 224 4365 3.19 0.59 224 4365 3.28 0.69

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 791 14611 3.09 0.67 791 14611 3.05 0.65

CATHOLIC 73 1424 3.43 0.66 73 1424 3.55 0.58

PRIVATE 32 2564 3.41 0.49 32 2564 3.52 0.61

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 187 3138 2.98 0.70 187 3138 3.06 0.64

NORTH CENTRAL 252 5836 3.29 0.68 252 5836 3.20 0.70

SOUTH 277 6420 3.12 0.62 277 6420 3.14 0.63

WEST 180 3206 3.17 0.62 180 3206 3.16 0.72

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 217 2816 3.08 0.66 217 2816 3.14 0.78

SUBURBAN 431 6672 3.04 0.65 431 6672 3.06 0.63

RURAL 248 9110 3.27 0.66 248 9110 3.21 0.66

SCHOOL SIZE:
0 - 199 50 5319 3.51 0.51 50 5319 3.38 0.59

ZOO - 499 101 4429 3.12 0.64 101 4429 3.22 0.69

500 - 999 174 3591 3.11 0.67 174 3591 3.17 0.66

1000 - 1999 353 3616 2.91 0.65 353 3616 2.87 0.58

2000 A ABOVE 171 896 2.71 0.67 171 896 2.80 0.66
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Table 4-46

SEVERITY OF VANDALISM WITHIN THE SCHOOL
(1=SERIOUS, 2=MODERATE, 3=MINOR, 4=140 PROBLEM EXISTS)

NUMBER
OF

SCHOOLS

1980 RESPONSE

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS MEAN
(WEIGHTED) RESPONSE

STD.
DEVIATION

NUMBER
OF

SCHOOLS

1982 RESPONSE

NUHBER OF
SCHOOLS MEAN
(WEIGHTED) RESPONSE

STD.
DEVIATION

TOTAL 908 18753 2.84 0.61 908 18753 2.94 0.52

AVERAGE SES OF SCHOOL:
LOW 209 3944 2.74 0.66 209 3944 2.87 0.60MEDIUM 464 10357 2.87 0.60 464 10357 2.96 0.49HIGH 225 4369 2.85 0.58 225 4369 2.94 0.50

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 794 14689 2.78 0.61 794 14689 2.90 0.51CATHOLIC 74 1425 3.04 0.55 74 1425 3.03 0.56PRIVATE 32 2564 3.05 0.57 32 2564 3.10 0.51

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 188 3170 2.79 0.74 188 3170 2.91 0.50NORTH CENTRAL 255 5920 2.93 0.57 255 5920 2.93 0.50SOUTH 277 6391 2.77 0.54 277 6391 2.97 0.56WEST no 3198 2.88 0.65 180 3198 2.91 0.46

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 223 2835 2.74 0.75 223 2835 2.86 0.71SUBURBAN 428 6622 2.80 0.58 428 6622 2.90 0.52RURAL 249 9221 2.89 0.58 249 9221 2.98 0.43

SCHOOL SIZE:
0 - 199 50 5319 3.16 0.56 50 5319 3.10 0.47200 - 499 103 4548 2.77 0.55 103 4548 2.95 0.50500 - 999 175 3580 2.80 0.54 175 3580 2.94 0.491000 - 1999 354 3605 2.68 0.54 354 3605 2.80 0.502000 S ABOVE 173 900 2.48 0.63 173 900 2.70 0.57
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Table 4-47

SEVERITY OF DRUG AND ALCOHOL ABUSE
(1:SERIOUS, 2=MODERATE, 3:MINOR, 4=NO PROBLEM EXISTS)

NUMBER
OF

SCHOOLS

1980 RESPONSE

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS MEAN
(WEIGHTED) RESPONSE

STD.
DEVIATION

NUMBER
OF

SCHOOLS

1982 RESPONSE

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS MEAN
(WEIGHTED) RESPONSE

STD.
DEVIATION

TOTAL 895 18531 2.57 0.69 895 18531 2.69 0.70

AVERAGE SES OF SCHOOL:
LOW 207 3868 2.47 0.77 207 3868 2.60 0.74

MEDIUM 458 10269 2.56 0.68 458 10269 2.69 0.66
HIGH 220 4310 2.66 0.62 220 4310 2.78 0.74

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 784 14492 2.48 0.68 784 14492 2.19 0.65
CATHOLIC 71 1399 2.85 0.71 71 1399 2.82 0.59
PRIVATE 32 2564 2.91 0.57 32 2564 3.19 0.76

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 183 3097 2.58 0.67 183 3097 2.71 0.66

NORTH CENTRAL 251 5855 2.53 0.68 251 5855 2.64 0.64

SOUTH 273 6306 2.63 0.74 273 6306 2.70 0.76

WEST 180 3198 2.49 0.63 180 3198 2.73 0.70

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 219 2793 2.67 0.73 219 2793 2.68 0.80
SUBURBAN 423 6556 2.47 0.66 423 6556 2.51 0.70

RURAL 245 9107 2.60 0.69 245 9107 2.82 0.63

SCHOOL SIZE:
0 - 199 49 5288 2.87 0.78 49 5288 3.15 0.75
200 - 499 102 4502 2.57 0.57 102 4502 2.63 0.54
500 - 999 175 3580 2.39 0.67 175 3500 2.46 0.60

1000 - 1999 343 3457 2.39 0.61 343 3457 2.41 0.57
2000 i ABOVE 174 903 2.37 0.56 174 903 2.44 0.58
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Table 4-48

SEVERITY OF STUDENT ABSENTEEISM
(1=SERIOUS, 2=MODERATE, 3=MINOR, 4=NO PROBLEM EXISTS)

NUNBER
OF

SCHOOLS

1980 RESPONSE

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS MEAN
(WEIGHTED) RESPONSE

STD.
DEVIATION

NUMBER
OF

SCHOOLS

1982 RESPONSE

WHOM OF
SCHOOLS MEAN
(WEIGHTED) RESPONSE

STD.
DEVIATION

TOTAL 910 18715 2.55 0.76 910 18715 2.52 0.72

AVERAGE SES OF SCHOOL:
LOW 208 3515 2.25 0.78 208 3815 2.22 0.79MEDIUM 468 10452 2.54 0.74 468 10452 2.53 0.69HIGH 224 4364 2.83 0.69 224 4364 2.74 0.62

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 798 14662 2.39 0.73 798 14662 2.41 0.73CATHOLIC 72 1414 3.9 0.63 72 1414 2.96 0.69PRIVATE 32 2564 3.14 0.57 32 2564 2.89 0.40

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 187 3175 2.67 0.72 187 3175 2.73 0.76NORTH CENTRAL 254 5916 2.61 0.73 254 5916 2.57 0.72SOUTH 279 6331 2.48 0.75 279 6331 2.40 0.67WEST 182 3218 2.45 0.86 182 3218 2.44 0.70

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 221 2817 2.44 0.94 221 2817 2.30 0.77SUBURBAN 431 6678 2.48 0.69 431 6678 2.52 0.68RURAL 250 9145 2.63 0.75 250 9145 2.58 0.72

SCHOOL SIZE:
0 - 199 49 5190 2.98 0.72 49 5190 2.83 0.54200 - 499 104 4593 2.51 0.60 104 4593 2.58 0.67500 - 999 175 3592 2.50 0.68 175 3592 2.46 0.711000 - 1999 354 3619 2.20 0.76 354 3619 2.18 0.712000 i ABOVE 174 903 2.01 0.75 174 903 2.06 0.70
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Table 4-49

SEVERITY OF PARENTAL LACK OF INTEREST IN STUDENTS PROGRESS
(1=SERIOUS, 2=MODERATE, 3=MINOR, 4=NO PROBLEN EXISTS)

NUMBER
OF

SCHOOLS

1980 RESPONSE

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS MEAN
(WEIGHTED) RESPONSE

5TO.
DEVIATION

NUMBER
OF

SCHOOLS

1982 RESPONSE

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS MEAN
(WEIGHTED( RESPONSE

STD.
DEVIATION

TOTAL 909 18776 2.58 0.82 909 18776 2.54 0.70

AVERAGE SES OF SCHOOL:
LOW 207 3917 1.98 0.73 207 3917 2.21 0.69

MEDIUM 468 10427 2.52 0.70 468 10427 2.48 0.63

HIGH 225 4367 3.28 0.67 225 4367 2.96 0.66

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 797 14732 2.37 0.74 797 14732 2.41 0.67

CATHOLIC 73 1424 3.32 0.71 73 1424 3.04 0.71

PRIVATE 32 2564 3.38 0.59 32 2564 3.00 0.54

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 186 3176 2.70 0.84 186 3176 2.49 0.74

NORTH CENTRAL 255 5902 2.62 0.76 255 5902 2.61 0.69

SOUTH 279 6423 2.37 0.83 279 6423 2.42 0.70

WEST 182 3218 2.82 0.81 182 3218 2.69 0.64

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 221 2829 2.81 0.82 221 2829 2.52 0.72

SUBURBAN 431 6662 2.67 0.84 431 6662 2.56 0.78

RURAL 250 9229 2.44 0.79 250 9229 2.53 0.63

SCHOOL S/ZE:
0 - 199 49 5297 2.86 0.85 49 5297 2.71 0.54

200 - 49? 103 4548 2.37 0.83 103 4546 2.46 0.77

500 - 999 176 3596 2.57 0.84 176 3596 2.56 0.75

1000 - 1999 355 3632 2.49 0.71 355 3632 2.43 0.71

2000 A ABOVE 173 905 2.53 0.67 173 905 2.45 0.64
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Table 4.-50

AVERAGE OF SEVERITY OF PROBLEMS WITHIN SCHOOLS
(12SERIOUSg 2=MODERATE1, 3=MINON, 4=NO PROBLEM EXISTS)

NUMBER
OF

SCHOOLS

1980 RESPONSE

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS MEAN
(WEIGHTED) RESPONSE

STD.
DEVIATION

NUMBER
OF

SCHOOLS

1982 RESPONSE

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS MEAN
(WEIGHTED) RESPONSE

STD.
DEVIATION

TOTAL 911 18813 3.01 0.41 911 18813 3.01 0.36

AVERAGE SES OF SCHOOL:
LOW 208 3939 , 2.80 0.38 208 3939 2.88 0.39MEDIUM 469 10428 3.01 0.39 469 10428 3.00 0.33HIGH 224 4362 3.19 0.38 224 4362 3.15 0.36

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 797 14748 2.92 0.38 797 14748 2.93 0.34CATHOLIC 74 1425 3.36 0.37 74 1425 3.29 0.25PRIVATE 32 2564 3.33 0.29 32 2564. 3.33 0.26

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 188 3183 3.01 0.40 188 3183 2.99 0.34NORTH CENTRAL 255 5920 3.06 0.40 255 5920 3.04 0.36SOUTH 278 6416 2.95 0.39 278 6416 2.99 0.36WEST 182 3218 3.02 0.44 182 3218 3.02 0.38

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 221 2829 2.97 0.51 221 2829 2.93 0.50SUBURBAN 432 6680 2.96 0.38 432 6680 2.98 0.35RURAL 250 9229 3.06 0.38 250 9229 3.06 0.31

SCHOOL SIZE:
0 - 199 50 5319 3.31 0.35 50 5319 3.25 0.26200 - 499 103 4548 2.98 0.32 103 4548 3.03 0.32500 - 999 176 3596 2.95 0.38 176 3596 2.96 0.34LAO - 1999 355 3627 2.81 0.35 355 3627 2.80 0.332000 A ABOVE 172 901 2.68 0.38 172 901 2.71 0.36
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Table 4-51

Student Assessment of Disciplinary Problems in School

(Scale: 1 u serious to 4

1980

no problem)

1982

Mean S.D. Mean S.D.-

Students attack or threaten
to attack teachers

2.8 0.5 2.9 0.4

Students get in fights with

each other

2 0 0.7 2.1 0.7

Students refuse to obey
instructions

1.9 0.7 2.0 0.7

Students talk back to teachers 1.8 0.7 1.9 0.7

Students don't attend school 1.7 0.7 1.7 0.7

Students cut classes 1.5 0.7 1.6 0.7

Students reported that students rarely (2.8) attacked or threatened

to attack their teachers, and that sometimes (2.0) students fought with

each other, refused to obey instructions, and talked back to teachers.

They cut classes and skipped school somewhat more frequently. Again,

some of these responses varied by classification variables. (See Tables

4-52 through 4-57.) Students in public schools, for example, reported
that students sometimes got in fights with each other, white those in

Catholic schools reported student fights rarely occurred (2.1 versus 2.7).

Student absenteeism and the cutting of classes were also reported to be

considerably more frequent in public than in Catholic schools (1.6

versus 2.2 for absenteeism and 1.5 versus 2.0 for cutting classes).

Smaller differences were found between these two school types in two

other areas: students refuse to obey instructions and students talk back

to teachers. Small differences also appeared between high and low SES

students and academic and nonacademic students in three areas: students

fighting with each other, refusing to obey instructions, and talking back

to teachers.

b. School Rules. Schools were asked to report which of five rules

they ehforced in 1980 and which of nine rules they enforced in 1982. In

the latter year, the rules ranged in coverage from the use of hall passes

to student dress codes to rules about materials to be brought to class.

As shown in Table 4-58, the average number of school rules enforced was

6.6 in 1982, with little variation by type or location of school. When

students were asked how many of these rules were enforced by their

school, the mean response was generally 0.7 below that reported by the

schools. This finding held across all types of schools.
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Tab le 4-52

EXTENT OF DISCIPLINARY PROBLEM IN SCHOOL: STUDENTS ATTACK OR THREATEN TO ATTACK TEACHERS
(1=OFTEN HAPPENS; 3=RARELY OR NEVER HAPPENS)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
NHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 21295 2727835 2.79 0.5 2.85 0.4 0.5 0.1* 0.1
SEX:

MALE 10332 1346396 2.76 0.5 2.83 0.4 0.5 0.1* 0.1FEMALE 10963 1381439 2.62 0.5 2.87 0.4 0.4 0.1* 0.1
SES:

LON 4747 570134 2.72 0.5 2.80 0.5 0.5 0.1* 0.2MIDDLE 10277 1362595 2.79 0.5 2.85 0.4 0.4 0.1* 0.1HIGH 5580 714785 2.86 0.4 2.90 0.3 0.4 0.0* 0.1
RACE:

WHITE 15566 2141232 2.82 0.4 2.88 0.4 0.4 0.1* 0.1BLACK 2733 336836 2.60 0.6 2.70 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2ASIAN-AMERICAN 289 31356 2.83 0.4 2.88 0.3 0.4 0.0 0.1AHERICAN IND/AN 182 23328 2.73 0.5 2.88 0.4 0.5 0.1 6.3MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1496 102236 2.74 0.5 2.82 0.5 0.5 0.1* 0.2PUERTO RICAN 243 23803 2.58 0.6 2.70 0.5 0.6 0.1 0.2OTHER HISPANIC 753 65392 2.75 0.5 2.80 0.5 0.5 0.1 0.1
SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBIIC 18415 2456964 2.77 0.5 2.84 0.4 0.5 0.1* 0.1PRIVATE 663 78170 2.95 0.2 2.95 0.3 0.2 -0.0 -0.0CATHOLIC 2217 192700 2.94 0.3 2.94 0.3 0.3 0.0 0.0
GEOGRAPHIC REGION:

NORTHEAST 4757 626865 2.74 0.5 2.83 0.4 0.5 0.1* 0.2NORTH CENTRAL 6347 813537 2.81 0.5 2.86 0.4 0.4 0.1* 0.1SOUTH 6574 869657 2.78 0.5 2.83 0.4 0.5 0.1* 0.1WEST 3617 417775 2.85 0.4 2.89 0.3 0.4 0.0* 0.1

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6924 891534 2.77 0.5 2.83 0.4 0.5 0.1* 1.1ACADEMIC 8835 1098292 2.86 0.4 1.91 0.3 0.4 0.0* 0.1VOCATIONAL 5415 723438 2.72 0.6 2.79 0.5 0.5 0.1* 0.1

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4336 512630 2.71 0.6 2.77 0.5 0.5 0.1* 0.1SUBURBAN 10612 1321246 2.81 0.5 2.87 0.4 0.4 0.1* 0.1RURAL 6347 893959 2.80 0.5 2.86 0.4 0.4 0.1* 0.1
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Table 4-53

EXTENT OF DISCIPLINARY PROBLEM IN SCHOOL: STUDENTS GET IN FIGHTS WITH EACH OTHER
11=OFTEN HAPPENS: 3=RARELY OR NEVER HAPPENS)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 21294 2726890 1.99 0.7 2.14 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.2

SEX:
MALE 10330 1345974 1.96 0.7 2.14 0.7 0.7 0.2* 0.3
FEMALE 10964 1380916 2.02 0.7 2.13 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.2

SES:
LOW 4745 569866 1.91 0.7 2.02 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.2
MIDDLE 10274 1361933 1.97 0.7 2.11 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.2
HIGH 5578 714126 2.10 0.7 2.30 0.6 0.7 0.2* 0.3

RACE:
WHITE 15569 2140694 2.01 0.7 2.17 0.6 0.7 0.2* 0.2
BLACK 2726 336291 1.90 0.7 1.96 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1
ASIAN-AMERICAN 288 31194 2.18 0.7 2.27 0.6 0.6 0.1 0.1
AMERICAN INDIAN 182 23328 1.94 0.7 2.03 0.7 0.7 0.1 0.1
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1498 102385 1.98 0.7 2.13 0.7 0.7 0.2* 0.2
PUERTO RICAN 242 23784 1.95 0.7 1.93 0.7 0.7 0.0 -0.0
OTHER HISPANIC 756 65563 1.99 0.7 2.16 0.7 0.7 0.2* 0.2

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 18420 2457104 1.94 0.7 2.09 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.2
PRIVATE 663 77657 2.61 0.6 2.72 0.5 0.5 0.1* 0.2
CATHOLIC 2211 192129 2.39 0.6 2.58 0.6 0.6 0.2* 0.3

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4758 627073 1.94 0.7 2.10 0.7 0.7 0.2* 0.2
NORTH CENTRAL 6344 813418 2.01 0.7 2.17 0.7 0.7 0.2* 0.2
SOUTH 6574 868827 1.96 0.7 2.07 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.2
WEST 3618 417572 2.11 0.7 2.28 0.6 0.7 0.2* 0.3

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6916 889315 1.94 0.7 2.08 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.2
ACADEMIC 8833 1098330 2.09 0.7 2.27 0.6 0.6 0.2* 0.3
VOCATIONAL 5423 724432 1.90 0.7 2.02 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.2

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4327 511715 2.00 0.7 2.09 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1
SUBURBAN 10613 1320702 2.02 0.7 2.19 0.7 0.7 0.2* 0.3
RURAL 6354 894473 1.95 0.7 2.09 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.2
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Table 4-54

EXTENT OF DISCIPLINARY PROBLEM IN SCHOOL: STUDENTS REFUSE TO OBEY INSTRUCTIONS
(1=OFTEN HAPPENS; 3=RARELY OR NEVER HAPPENS)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL /N 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 WHOMORES
WHO STAYED /N SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 21246 2721469 1.94 0.7 2.04 0.7 0.7 0.1% 0.2

SEX:
MALE 10316 1345354 1.94 0.7 2.05 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.2FEMALE 10930 1376115 1.93 0.7 2.04 0.7 0.7 0.1% 0.2

SES:
LOW 4731 568354 1.438 0.7 1.96 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1MIDDLE 10251 1359529 1.91 0.7 2.02 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.2H/GH 5572 713231 2.03 0.7 2.17 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.2

RACE:
WHITE 15538 2136667 1.96 0.7 2.07 0.7 0.7 0.1% 0.2BLACK 2720 335193 1.81 0.7 1.86 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.1ASIAN-AMERICAN 287 31018 2.04 0.7 2.14 0.6 0.7 0.1 0.1AMERICAN /NDIAN 180 23126 1.80 0.7 2.03 0.7 0.7 0.2 0.3MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1489 102363 1.94 0.7 2.03 0.7 0.7 0.1% 0.2PUERTO R/CAN 242 23658 1.80 0.7 1.90 0.7 0.7 0.1 0.1OTHER HISPANIC 756 65678 1.96 0.7 2.05 0.7 0.7 0.1 0.1

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 18366 2451211 1.90 0.7 2.01 0.7 0.7 0.1% 0.2PRIVATE 664 77856 2.40 0.7 2.40 0.6 n.7 -o.o -0.0CATHOL/C 2216 192402 2.25 0.7 2.36 0.7 0.7 0.1% 0.2

GEOGRAPHIC REG/ON:
NORTHEAST 4750 625315 1.87 0.7 1.98 0.7 0.7 0.1% 0.2NORTH CENTRAL 6343 813254 1.95 0.7 2.06 0.7 0.7 0.1% 0.2SOUTH 6549 866273 2.92 0.7 2.00 0.7 0.7 0.1% 0.1NEST 3604 416627 2.05 0.7 2.21 0.7 0.7 0.2% 0.2

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6901 888440 1.89 0.7 1.98 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1ACADEM/C woo 1097203 2.02 0.7 2.15 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.2VOCATIONAL 5392 720815 1.87 0.7 1.95 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4327 511818 2.91 0.7 1.98 0.7 0.7 0.1% 0.1SUBURBAN 10590 1318433 1.95 0.7 2.08 0.7 0.7 0.1% 0.2RURAL 6329 891218 1.92 0.7 2.03 0.7 0.7 0.1% 0.2



Table 4-55

EXTENT OF DISCIPLINARY PROBLEM IN SCHOOL: STUDENTS TALK BACK TO TEACHERS
1120FTEN HAPPENS: 3=RARELY OR NEVER HAPPENS)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

3AMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 21177 2712817 1.75 0.7 1.90 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.2

SEX:
MALE 10256 1336284 1.77 0.7 1.92 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.2
FEMALE 10921 1376533 1.73 0.7 1.89 0.7 C.7 0.2* 0.2

UV
LON 4723 566726 1.71 0.7 1.84 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.2
MIDDLE 10217 1354713 1.73 0.7 1.87 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.2
NIGH 5546 710946 1.83 0.7 2.02 0.7 0.7 0.2* 0.3

RACE:
WHITE 15489 2130258 1.76 0.7 1.92 0.7 0.7 0.2* 0.2
BLACK 2710 334465 1.65 0.7 1.75 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1
ASIAN-AMERICAN 281 30253 1.86 0.7 2.01 0.7 0.7 0.2 0.2
AMERICAN INDIAN 183 23558 1.69 0.7 1.84 0.7 0.7 0.1 0.2
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1489 101805 1.84 0.7 1.97 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.2
PUERTO RICAN 240 23363 1.64 0.7 1.65 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0
OTHER HISPANIC 752 65461 1.75 0.7 1.91 0.7 0.7 0.2* 0.2

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 18311 2442716 1.71 0.7 1.87 0.7 0.7 0.2* 0.2
PRIVATE 664 78209 2.15 0.7 2.25 0.7 0.7 0.1 0.1
CATHOLIC 2202 191892 2.09 0.7 2.21 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.2

SEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4731 623982 1.69 0.7 1.83 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.2
NORTH CENTRAL 6311 809316 1.75 0.7 1.89 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.2
SOUTH 6542 864247 1.74 0.7 1.89 0.7 0.7 0.2* 0.2
WEST 3593 415271 1.88 0.7 2.04 0.7 0.7 0.2* 0.2

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6881 885603 1.70 0.7 1.83 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.2
ACADEMIC 8798 1093946 1.84 0.7 2.01 0.7 0.7 0.2* 0.3
VOCATIONAL 5375 718370 1.69 0.7 1.83 0.7 0.7 0 1* 0.2

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4313 510098 1.76 0.7 1.86 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.2
SUBURBAN 10550 1313303 1.77 0.7 1.94 0.7 0.7 0.2* 0.2
RURAL 6314 889417 1.72 0.7 1.87 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.2
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Table 4-56

EXTENT OF DISCIPLINARY PROBLEM IN SCHOOL: STUDENTS DON'T ATTEND SCHOOL
(1=OFTEN HAPPENS) 3:RARELY OR NEVER HAPPENS)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1960 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 21271 2724388 1.71 0.7

SEX:
MALE 10334 1345463 1.74 0.7
FEMALE 10937 1378926 1.68 0.7

SES:
LOW 4742 569205 1.64 0.7
MIDDLE 10268 1360939 1.70 0.7
HIGH 5568 713334 1.79 0.7

RACE:
MITE 15562 2139968 1.72 0.7
BLACK 2719 335507 1.68 0.7
ASIAN-AMERICAN 284 31047 1.84 0.7
AMERICAN INDIAN 179 22582 1.61 0.7
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1492 102075 1.64 0.7
PUERTO RICAN 241 23654 1.64 0.7
OTHER HISPANIC 758 65789 1.72 0.7

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 18391 2453952 1.65 0.6
PRIVATE 665 77790 2.30 0.7
CATHOLIC 2215 192646 2.32 0.6

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4750 626058 1.72 0.7
NORTH CENTRAL 6330 811851 1.74 0.7
SOUTH 6574 869289 1.70 0.7
NEST 3617 417190 1.67 0.7

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6915 890351 1.67 0.7
ACADEMIC 8826 1097007 1.80 0.7
VOCATIONAL 5406 721888 1.63 0.7

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4329 511843 1.67 0.7
SUBURBAN 10599 1319001 1.73 0.7
RURAL 6343 893544 1.71 0.7

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

1.68 0.6 0.7 -0.0* -0.1

1.72 0.7 0.7 -0.0 -0.0
1.63 0.6 0.6 -0.1* -0.1

1.61 0.6 0.7 -0.0 -0.0
1.65 0.6 0.6 -0.0* -0.1
1.77 0.7 0.7 -0.0 -0.0

1.69 0.6 0.7 -0.0* -0.1
1.63 0.7 0.7 -0.0 -0.1
1.74 0.7 0.7 -0.1 -0.1
1.55 0.6 0.7 -0.1 -0.1
1.61 0.6 0.7 -0.0 -0.0
1.58 0.7 0.7 -0.1 -0.1
1.67 0.7 0.7 -0.1 -0.1

1.61 0.6 0.6 -0.0* -0.1
2.22 0.7 0.7 -0.1 -0.1
2.29 0.6 0.6 -0.0 -0.1

1.67 0.6 0.7 -0.0* -0.1
1.73 0.6 0.6 -0.0 -0.0
1.65 0.6 0.7 -0.1* -0.1
1.63 0.6 0.7 -0.0 -0.1

1.61 0.6 0.6 -0.1* -0.1
1.78 0.7 0.7 -0.0 -0.0
1.60 0.6 0.6 -0.0 -0.1

1.60 0.7 0.7 -0.1* -0.1
1.70 0.6 0.7 -0.0* -0.0
1.68 0.6 0.6 -0.0 -0.0



Tab le 4-57

EXTENT OF DISCIPLINARY PROBLEM IN SCHOOL: STUDENTS CUT CLASSES, EVEN IF THEY ATTENO SCHOOL
11=OFTEN HAPPENS; 3=RARELY OR NEVER HAPPENS)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
MHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 21350 2733794 1.54 0.7 1.61 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1

SEX:
MALE 10363 1350032 1.58 0.7 1.65 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1
FEMALE 10987 1383763 1.49 0.7 1.56 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1

SES:
LOW 4764 571838 1.54 0.7 1.59 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.1
MIDDLE 10296 1364896 1.53 0.7 1.60 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1
HIGH 5589 715620 1.54 0.7 1.64 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.2

RACE:
WHITE 15589 2143979 1.54 0.7 1.63 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1
BLACK 2750 338613 1.51 0.7 1.51 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0
ASIAN-AMERICAN 290 31504 1.53 0.7 1.60 0.7 0.7 0.1 0.1
AMERICAN INDIAN 182 22897 1.53 0.7 1.49 0.6 0.7 -0.0 -0.1
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1501 103002 1.52 0.7 1.56 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.1
PUERTO RICAN 243 23803 1.47 0.7 1.40 0.6 0.6 -0.1 -0.1
OTHER HISPANIC 761 66229 1.50 0.7 1.59 0.7 0.7 0.1 0.1

SCHOOL TYPE:
.PUBLIC 18466 2462577 1.47 0.6 1.54 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.1
PRIVATE 666 78520 1.96 0.7 2.00 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.1
CATHOLIC 2218 192697 2.23 0.7 2.30 0.7 0.7 0.1 0.1

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4781 629966 1.50 0.7 1.56 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1
NORTH CENTRAL 6342 813028 1.58 0.7 1.68 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1
SOUTH 6599 871650 1.58 0.7 1.64 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1
WEST 3628 419151 1.41 0.6 1.47 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.1

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6940 893094 1.51 0.7 1.56 0.7 0.7 0.0* 0.1
ACADEMIC 8842 1098425 1.59 0.7 7.68 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1
VOCATIONAL 5443 727059 1.50 0.7 1.56 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4367 516127 1.45 0.7 1.46 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.0
SUBURBAN 10622 1321139 1.52 0.7 1.60 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1
RURAL 6361 896528 1.61 0.7 1.70 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1



Table 4-58

NUMBER OF SCHOOL RULES ENFORCED
(1980 - 0 TO 5 RULES) 1902 - 0 TO 9 RULES)

NUMBER
OF

SCHOOLS

1980 RESPONSE

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS MEAN
(WEIGHTED) RESPONSE

STD.
DEVIATION

NUMBER
OF

SCHOOLS

1982 RESPONSE

NUMBER OF
SCHOOLS MEAN
(WEIGHTED) RESPONSE

STD.
DEVIATION

TOTAL 926 19008 3.58 0.98 926 19008 6.56 1.72

AVERAGE SO OF SCHOOL:
LOW 215 3996 3.66 0.96 215 3996 6.85 1.52
MEDIUM 474 10554 3.67 0.89 474 10554 6.61 1.71
HIGH 227 4374 3.29 1.13 227 4374 6.18 1.83

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 811 14943 3.60 0.92 811 14943 6.58 1.69
CATHOLIC 74 1425 4.04 0.78 74 1425 7.00 1.21
PRIVATE 33 2565 3.17 1.25 33 2565 6.19 2.00

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 191 3203 3.52 0.89 191 3203 6.43 1.81
NORTH CENTRAL 258 5927 3.78 0.86 258 5927 6.42 1.71
SOUTH 283 6508 3.63 1.01 283 6508 7.16 1.45
WEST 106 3295 3.17 1.08 186 3295 5.75 1.72

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 226 2853 3.60 0.88 226 2853 6.48 1.50
SUBURBAN 440 6782 3.58 1.14 440 6782 6.54 1.96
RURAL 252 9298 3.57 0.88 252 9298 6.60 1.59

SCHOOL S/ZE:
0 - 199 50 5319 3.46 1.02 50 5319 6.33 1.89
200 - 499 105 4653 3.60 0.95 105 4653 6.52 1.76
500 - 999 177 3620 3.68 0.96 177 3620 6.75 1.54
1000 - 1999 360 3658 3.68 0.96 360 3658 6.68 1.67
2000 & ABOVE 176 914 3.59 0.97 176 914 6.83 1.50
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School administrators also reported what percentage of their teachers
they thought were szrict or very permissi,re about discipline in their
classrooms. (See Table 4-59.) Forty-three percent of the schools
reported that 75 percent or more of their teachers were very strict.
A larger percentage of low SES schools had strict teachers than high SES
schools (53 versus 43 percent), and 52 percent of Catholic schools had
mostly strict teachers compared with 44 percent of public schools. Size

and community type had little effect on the distribution of this variable.
Looking at teachers who were considered very permissive, we find that 36
percent of the public schools and 53 percent of the Catholic schools
reported that fewer than 10 percent of their teachers fell into that
category. Schools located in the West appear to have the largest percent-
age of permissive and the smallest percentage of strict teachers.

c. Impact of school rules. Students rated the strictness and
fairness of discipline in their schools in both 1980 and 1982 on a scale
of 1 = poor and 4 = excellent. Table 4-60 shows that the average rating
for strictness was 2.5, or halfway between fair and good. Catholic
school students rated the strictness of their schools' discipline as 3.0,
or good. No other differences appeared when students were grouped by
classification variables. Students gave the fairness of the discipline
(Table 4-61) a rating of 2.3, or fair. Few differences appeared when
students were grouped by the classification variables, including school
type.

4. Quality of Instruction

The student questionnaire asked students to rate their teachers
on a number of criteria and to give overall ratings of the quality of
instruction in their schools and the reputation of their school in the
community.

a. Ratings of teachers. Seniors were asked in 1982 to note how
many teachers in their school had each of 10 characteristics. The
responses ranged from 0 = None to 3 = Most. Table 4-62 summarizes the
results of this question.
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Table 4-59

PERCENT OF TEACHERS WHO ARE VERY STRICTIPERMISSIVE IN DISCIPLINE, 1982

NUMBER
OF

NUMBER OF

SCHOOLS

VERY STRICT

z z
MTH WITH

z

RITH
z

RITH

NUMBER

OF
NUMBER OF

SCHOOLS

VERY PERMISSIVE

% z

RITH RITH

x

WITH

z

WITH
SCHOOLS (HEIGHTEN 0-24 7. 25-49 % 50-74 7. 75-100 7. SCHOOLS (WEIGHTED) 0-4 X 5-9 % 10-19 X 20-100 X

906 18842 13.0 15.4 28.7 42.9 907 18843 19.4 16.7 34.9 29.0

BES OF SCHOOL:

4 214 4073 11.5 9.7 25.4 53.4 214 4073 19.4 14.3 33.0 33.4
HUM 464 10415 13.6 17.9 29.7 38.8 465 10417 16.9 18.6 36.8 27.7
RI

rYPEI

226 4346 12.9 14.8 29.5 42.9 226 4346 25.6 14.2 32.1 28.1

3LIC 801 14946 14.3 16.3 25.3 44.2 802 14948 17.6 18.8 33.7 29.9
rHOLIC 73 1410 12.0 8.0 27.7 52.3 73 1410 42.6 11.1 32.3 14.0
IVATE 32 2486 5.8 14.1 49.8 10.3 32 2486 17.5 7.0 43.5 32.0

IIC REGION:

ITHEASI 187 3142 11.1 13.4 34.0 41.5 187 3142 15.2 19.2 27.2 38.4
1TH CENTRAL 251 5875 12.7 15.1 27.1 45.2 251 5875 20.2 21.4 36.1 22.3
ITH 284 6476 10.8 13.1 26.5 49.6 284 6476 26.3 11.9 34.2 27.6 1
IT

ry TYPE:

184 3349 19.4 22.2 30.8 27.6 185 3351 8.7 15.2 41.4 34.8
Fa
ta
Fa
1

IAN 218 2792 9.4 13.0 40.2 37.4 218 2792 13.9 13.3 29.9 42.8
!URBAN 440 6648 14.7 14.4 25.9 45.0 440 6648 21.9 19.7 34.7 23.7
1AL 268 9402 12.0 16.8 27.2 43.2 249 9404 19.3 15.6 36.5 28.6

1I2E:

199 49 5297 5.9 15.5 39.6 39.0 49 5297 25.3 11.5 33.7 29.5
1 - 499 104 4516 12.5 16.8 22.8 48.0 104 4516 19.3 16.1 37.6 27.0
1 - 999 170 3484 13.5 14.0 25.4 47.1 170 3484 15.4 17.6 37.9 29.1
10 - )999 352 3616 19.8 15.1 23.8 41.3 352 3616 15.7 24.2 33.7 26.5
10 A ABOVE 167 879 21.8 18.8 19.8 39.7 167 879 11.1 23.9 28.0 37.0

ACENTAGES ARE BASED ON WEIGHTED DATA.
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Table 4-60

STUDENT RATING OF SCHOOL STRICT DISCIPLINE
(1=POOR; 4=EXCELLENT)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 18768 2412858 2.48 0.8 2.51 0.8 0.8 0.0* 0.0

SEX:
MALE 9002 1176542 2.47 0.8 2.49 0.9 0.8 0.0 0.0

FEMALE 9766 1236316 2.49 0.8 2.52 0.8 0.8 0.0 0.0

SES:
LOW 3900 469259 2.43 0.8 2.49 0.8 0.8 0.1 0.1
MIDDLE 9237 1229672 2.48 0.8 2.49 0.8 0.8 0.0 0.0

HIGH 5197 665131 2.51 0.8 2.56 0.8 0.8 0.1 0.1

RACE:
WHITE 14223 1956381 2.48 0.8 2.50 0.8 0.8 0.0 0.0

BLACK 2115 255332 2.52 0.9 2.57 0.9 0.9 0.1 0.1

ASIAN-AMERICAN 236 25560 2.50 0.8 2.57 0.8 0.8 0.1 0.1

AMERICAN INDIAN 138 18122 2.26 0.9 2.35 0.9 0.9 0.1 0.1

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1174 78500 2.46 0.8 2.52 0.8 0.8 0.1 0.1

PUERTO RICAN 193 18618 2.30 0.8 2.55 0.9 0.9 0.3 0.3
OTHER HISPANIC 662 57602 2.51 0.8 2.56 0.9 0.9 0.0 0.1

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 16035 2153196 2.42 0.8 2.46 0.8 0.8 0.0* 0.1

PRIVATE 640 75052 2.81 0.8 2.74 0.9 0.8 -0.1 -0.1

CATHOLIC 2093 184610 3.07 0.8 2.95 0.8 0.8 -0.1* -0.2

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4344 573835 2.48 0.8 2.47 0.8 0.8 -0.0 -0.0

NORTH CENTRAL 5673 730541 2.46 0.8 2.50 0.8 0.8 0.0 0.0

SOUTH 5614 740443 2.55 0.8 2.55 0.8 0.8 -0.0 -0.0
WEST 3137 368039 2.38 0.8 2.52 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.2

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6008 778132 2.41 0.8 2.43 0.8 0.8 0.0 0.0

ACADEMIC 8205 1022778 2.54 0.8 2.58 0.8 0.8 0.0 0.0

VOCATIONAL 4480 601972 2.47 0.8 2.50 0.8 0.8 0.0 0.0

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3621 430220 2.48 0.8 2.51 0.8 0.8 0.0 0.0

SUBURBAN 9490 1182820 2.50 0.8 2.54 0.8 0.8 0.0* 0.1

RURAL 5657 799819 2.46 0.8 2.47 0.8 0.8 0.0 0.0
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Table 4-61

STUDENT RATING OF SCHOOL FAIRNESS OF DISCIPLINE
(1=POOR; 4:EXCELLENT)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL 1982 SENIORS

POOLED 1982-1980 EFFECT
MEAN S.D. MEAN S.D. S.D. DIFFERENCE SIZE

TOTAL 18764 2414118 2.33 0.8 2.33 0.9 0.9 0.0 0.0

SEX:
MALE 9012 1177658 2.33 0.9 2.31 0.9 0.9 -0.0 -0.0
FEMALE 9752 1236460 2.32 0.8 2.35 0.8 0.8 0.0 0.0

SES:
LOW 3900 471491 2.26 0.8 2.30 0.9 0.9 0.0 0.1
MIDDLE 9227 1227987 2.31 0.8 2.31 0.9 0.9 0.0 0.0
HIGH 5199 664449 2.42 0.8 2.40 0.9 0.9 -0.0 -0.0

RACE:
WHITE 14254 1960354 2.33 0.8 2.33 0.9 0.9 -0.0 -0.0
BLACK 2102 255590 2.29 0.9 2.33 0.9 0.9 0.0 0.0
ASIAN-AMERICAN 230 24439 2.54 0.7 2.54 0.8 0.7 0.0 0.0
AMERICAN INDIAN 140 18023 2.22 0.9 2.21 0.9 0.9 -0.0 -0.0
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1191 79684 2.28 0.8 2.36 0.8 0.8 0.1 0.1
PUERTO RICAN 181 17463 2.25 0.9 2.43 0.9 0.9 0.2 0.2
OTHER HISPANIC 640 55803 C.40 0.8 2.43 0.9 0.9 0.0 0.0

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 16040 2153928 2.31 0.8 2.32 0.9 0.9 0.0 0.0
PRIVATE 640 75056 2.44 0.9 2.51 1.0 0.9 0.1 0.1
CATHOLIC 2084 185134 2.53 0.9 2.44 0.9 0.9 -0.1 -0.1

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4308 568641 2.30 0.9 2.29 0.9 0.9 -0.0 -0.0
NORTH CENTRAL 5663 730804 2.30 0.8 2.28 0.9 0.8 -0.0 -0.0
SOUTH 5632 743667 2.33 0.9 2.37 0.9 0.9 0.0 0.0
NEST 3161 371006 2.42 0.8 2.44 0.8 0.8 0.0 0.0

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6043 784933 2.22 08 2.22 0.9 0.9 0.0 0.0
ACADEMIC 8159 1016702 2.46 0.8 2.45 0.9 0.8 -0.0 -0.0
VOCATIONAL 4489 602760 2.25 0.5 2.28 0.9 0.9 0.0 0.0

COMNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3591 425993 2.39 0.8 2.37 0.9 0.8 -0.0 -0.0
SUBURBAN 9489 1184288 2.34 0.8 2.35 0.9 0.7 0.0 0.0
RURAL 5684 803836 2.28 0.9 2.28 0.9 0.9 0.0 0.0
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Table 4-62

Student Rating of Teachers

Standard
How many teachers in your school: Mean Deviation

Are clear in their presentations

Don't talk over your head

Return students' work promptly

Are patient and understanding

Make you work hard so you'll learn

Treat everyone with respect

Take an interest in students'

lives outside of class

Are witty and humorous

Enjoy their work

Are doing a job just to make money

2.08

1.96

1.76

1.87

1.79

1.87

1.24

1.61

2.20

1.27

0.8

0.9

0.8

0.8

0.8

0.8

0.8

0.7

0.8

0.9

The first five questions address some aspects of a teacher's
performance in the classroom. students reported, on average, that about
half of their teachers were clear in their presentations, did not talk
over their heads, and were patient and understanding. Slightly less than
half returned students' work promptly and made them work hard. Answers
are broken down by classification variables in Tables 4-63 chrough 4-67.
Slightly higher responses were given by high SES students and by those
in academic programs to questions about clarity of presentation, not
talking over a student's head, and teachers being patient and understanding.
Racial/ethnic differences emerged on only one of these five questions:
talking over a student's head. The highest responses were given consistently
by non-Catholic private school students and then by Catholic students.
The difference between non-Catholic private school and public school
students was generally .5 of a standard deviation and that between
Catholic and public school students, .25 of a standard deviation.

Students felt, on average, that nearly half of their teachers
treated everyone with respect. Slightly higher responses were given by
high SES and nonpublic school students (Table 4-68). They felt, however,
that only a few teachers took an interest in their lives outside of
class. The exception was non-Catholic private school students (Table
4-69). The last three questions addressed whether teachers were witty,
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Table 4-63

HON MANY TEACHERS IN YOUR SCHOOL ARE CLEAR /N THEIR PRESENTATIONS?
(0=NOME; 3=1IOST)

1982 SENIORS

SAMPLE
N

WEIGHTEJ
N MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 22400 2592213 2.08 0.8

SEX:
MALE 10880 1272426 2.11 0.8
FEMALE 11520 1319787 2.05 0.7

SES:
LON 4532 488038 2.00 0.8
MIDDLE 9991 1190082 2.07 0.7
HIGH 5446 627747 2.16 0.7

RACE:
WHITE 16381 2044269 2.10 0.7
BLACK 2805 303178 1.97 0.8
ASIAN-AMERICAN 311 31694 2.03 0.7
AMERICAN INDIAN 188 21418 1.99 0.8
MEX/CAN-AMERICAN 1544 95097 2.06 0.8
PUERTO RICAN 274 22905 1.98 0.8
OTHER HISPANIC 826 66139 2.00 0.8

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 19400 2323246 2.05 0.8
PRIVATE 741 78499 2.37 0.7
CATHOLIC 2259 190468 2.25 0.7

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5312 638233 2.06 0.7
NORTH CENTRAL 6619 766029 2.10 0.7
SOUTH 6609 782024 2.05 0.8
NEST 3860 405928 2.10 0.7

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 7327 851824 2.00 o.n
ACADEMIC 9251 1042233 2.18 0.7
VOCATIONAL 5698 684312 2.01 0.8

COMMUNTTY TYPE:
URBAN 4660 495688 2.04 0.8
SUBURBAN 11215 1269360 2.10 0.7
RURAL 6525 827165 2.07 0.8
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Table 4-64

HON MANY TEACHERS IN YOUR SCHOOL DON'T TALK OVER YOUR HEAD?
(0=NONE; 3=MOST)

1982 SENIORS

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 22300 2581850 1.96 0.9

SEX:
MALE 10832 1267242 1.97 0.9
FEMALE 11468 1314608 1.94 0.9

SES:
LOW 4502 485528 1.80 0.9
MIDDLE 9948 1184710 1.95 0.9
HIGH 5433 626732 2.14 0.8

RACE:
WHITE 16338 2038959 2.02 0.9
BLACK 2779 300696 1.71 0.9
ASIAN-AMERICAN 308 31396 1.85 0.8
AMERICAN INDIAN 185 20916 1.80 0.9
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1527 94301 1.73 0.9
PUERTO RICAN 274 22991 1.66 0.9
OTHER HISPANIC 819 65182 1.81 0.9

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 19301 2312884 1.93 0.9
PRIVATE 741 78500 2.30 0.8
CATHOLIC 2258 190466 2.16 0.8

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5289 635578 1.96 0.9
NORTH CENTRAL 6597 763514 2.00 0.9
SOUTH 6571 778294 1.88 0.9
WEST 3843 404464 2.01 0.9

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 7280 846577 1.84 0.9
ACADEMIC 9226 1039939 2.17 0.8
VOCATIONAL 5667 681234 1.79 0.9

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4629 493114 1.89 0.9
SUBURBAN 11166 1263832 1.99 0.9
RURAL 6505 824905 1.94 0.9
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Table 4-65

HON MANY TEACHERS IN YOUR SCHOOL RETURN STUDENTS' MORK PROMPTLY?
(0=NONE) 3=110ST)

1982 SENIORS

SAMPLE NE/GHTED
MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 21955 2543235 1.76 0.8

SEX:
MALE 10690 1250554 1.79 0.8
FEMALE 11265 1292681 1.73 0.7

SES:
LON 4405 476083 1.74 0.8
MIDDLE 9810 1168630 1.75 0.8
HIGH 5370 618972 1.80 0.7

RACE:
WHITE 16121 2012308 1.76 0.8
BLACK 2711 293126 1.71 0.8
ASIAN-AMERICAN 306 31165 1.76 0.7
AMERICAN INDIAN 181 20793 1.75 0.8
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1497 92245 1.78 0.8
PUERTO RICAN 270 22593 1.75 0.8
OTHER HISPANIC 801 63789 1.83 0.8

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 19004 2278111 1.75 0.8
PRIVATE 736 77957 1.94 0.7
CATHOLIC 2215 187167 1.78 0.7

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5201 625673 1.78 0.7
NORTH CENTRAL 6516 754781 1.77 0.8
SOUTH 6460 764583 1.75 0.8
NEST 3778 398198 1.73 0.8

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 7162 834752 1.69 0.8
ACADEMIC 9103 1025847 1.83 0.7
VOCATIONAL 5567 6689T0 1.73 0.8

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4543 483961 1.76 0.8
SUBURBAN 11004 1246072 1.77 0.8
RURAL 6408 813201 1.75 0.8
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Table 4-66

HOW MANY TEACHERS IN YOUR SCHOOL ARE PATIENT AND UNDERSTANDING?
(0=NONE; 3=MOST)

1982 SENIORS

SAMPLE
N

WEIGHTED
N MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 22275 2578537 1.87 0.8

SEX:
MALE 10819 1265202 1.88 0.8
FEMALE 11456 1313335 1.86 0.8

SES:
LOW 4490 483664 1.82 0.9
MIDDLE 9951 1185060 1.87 0.8
HIGH 5419 624971 1.95 0.8

RACE:
WHITE 16319 2036749 1.89 0.8
BLACK 2768 299258 1.79 0.8
ASIAN-AMERICAN 310 31557 1.92 0.8
AMERICAN INDIAN 186 21375 1.76 0.9
MEXICAN-AMER/CAN 1529 94033 1.85 0.8
PUERTO RICAN 273 22766 1.80 0.8
OTHER HISPANIC 820 65391 1.89 0.8

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 19288 2310463 1.85 0.8
PRIVATE 739 78496 2.23 0.8
CATHOLIC 2248 189578 2.03 0.8

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5283 634996 1.86 0.8
NORTH CENTRAL 6590 763394 1.88 0.8
SOUTH 6557 775512 1.84 0.8
NEST 3845 404635 1.93 0.8

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 7286 846860 1.77 0.8
ACADEMIC 9206 1037098 2.01 0.8
VOCATIONAL 5658 6/99E4 1.79 0.8

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4631 493185 1.85 0.8
SUBURBAN 11155 1262539 1.88 0.8
RURAL 6489 822814 1.87 0.8
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Table 4-67

HOW MANY TEACHERS IN YOUR SCHOOL MAKE YOU WORK HARD SO YOU'LL LEARN;
)0=HONE) 3=MOST)

1982 SENIORS

SPMPLE WEIGHTED
MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 22373 2590328 1.79 0.8

SEX:
MALE 10876 1272858 1.82 0.8
FEMALE 11497 1317470 1.77 0.8

SES:
LOW 4520 486859 1.81 0.8
MIDDLE 9984 1189577 1.78 0.8
HIGH 5441 627458 1.81 0.8

RACE:
WHITE 16363 2042297 1.78 ods
BLACK 2803 303365 1.84 0.8
ASIAN-AMERICAN 309 31530 1.80 0.7
AMERICAN INDIAN 185 21249 1.69 ods
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1543 95409 1.86 0.8
PUERTO RICAN 276 23236 1.86 0.9
OTHER HISPANIC 824 65813 1.85 0.8

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 19377 2321749 1.76 0.8
PRIVATE 740 78646 2.13 0.8.
CATHOLIC 2256 189933 1.99 0.8

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5300 636657 1.79 0.8
NORTH CENTRAL 6610 765344 1.77 0.8
SOUTH 6607 782713 1.81 0.8
WEST 3856 405615 1.7d 0.8

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 7318 850961 1.74 0.8
ACADEMIC 9237 1041113 1.84 0.8
VOCATIONAL 5693 684371 1.78 0.8

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4641 493926 1.83 0.8
SUBURBAN 11204 1268878 1.79 0.8
RURAL 6528 827523 1.78 0.8
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Table 4-68

HOW MANY TEACHERS IN YOUR SCHOOL TREAT EVERYONE WITH RESPECT?
(0:40NE; 3:MOST)

1982 SENIORS

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 22361 2588030 1.87 0.8

SEX:
MALE 10858 1269811 1.90 0.9
FEMALE 11503 1318219 1.83 0.8

SES:
LOW 4515 486312 1.85 0.9
MIDDLE 9980 1188829 1.85 0.8
HIGH 5437 626694 1.93 0.8

RACE:
WHITE 1636g 2042433 1.86 0.8
BLACK 2789 301173 1.85 0.9
ASIAN-AMERICAN 311 31694 1.99 0.8
AMERICAN INDIAN laa 21417 1.88 0.9
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1539 94995 1.95 0.9
PUERTO RICAN 274 23005 1.85 0.9
OTHER HISPANIC 825 65968 1.98 0.8

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 19362 2318744 1.84 0.8
PRIVATE 741 78697 2.21 0.8
CATHOLIC 2258 190588 2.06 0.8

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5299 636953 1.84 0.8
NORTH CENTRAL 6610 765134 1.86 0.8
SOUTH 6598 780585 1.86 0.9
WEST 3854 405357 1.93 0.8

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 7313 850496 1.78 0.8
ACADEMIC 9241 1040891 1.98 0.8
VOCATIONAL 5681 682640 1.80 0.9

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4641 493416 1.87 0.8
SUBURBAN 11202 1268115 1.89 0.8
AURAL 6518 826498 1.83 0.9
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Table 4-69

HOW MANY TEACHERS IN YOUR SCHOOL TAKE AN INTEREST IN STUDENTS' LIVES OUTSIDE OF CLASS?
(0=NONE; 3=MO3T)

1982 SENIORS

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 22230 2574234 1.24 0.8

SEX:
MALE 10784 1261236 1.26 0.8
FEMALE 11446 1312998 1.22 0.7

SES:
LOW 4479 483137 1.19 0.8
MIDDLE 9915 1181244 1.25 0.8
HIGH 5427 625620 1.32 0.8

RACE:
WHITE 16294 2033362 1.25 0.8
BLACK 2761 298241 1.20 0.8
ASIAN-AMERICAN 311 31694 1.18 0.7
AMERICAN INDIAN 184 21223 1.27 0.8
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1520 93994 1.25 0.8
PUERTO RICAN 274 22866 1.13 0.9
OTHER HISPANIC 816 65282 1.26 0.8

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 19248 2307029 1.22 0.8
PRIVATE 740 77923 1.64 0.9
CATHOLIC 2242 189282 1.39 0.8

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5284 635216 1.19 0.8
NORTH CENTRAL 6579 761763 1.24 0.7
SOUTH 6540 773994 1.27 0.8
WEST 3827 403260 1.27 0.8

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 7254 844212 1.17 0.8
ACADEMIC 9210 1038258 1.32 0.7
VOCATIONAL 5642 677895 1.21 0.8

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4615 491232 1.18 0.8
SUBURBAN 11134 1261408 1.25 0.8
RURAL 6481 821593 1.27 0.8
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enjoyed their work, and worked only for the money. Students reported

that less than half their teachers were witty and humorous (Table 4-70),
about half enjoyed their work (Table 4-71), and only a few were doing
their job just to make money (Table 4-72). Slightly more students in
non-Catholic private schools found their teachers humorous than did other
students. High SES students, students not in public schools, and stu-
dents in academic programs thought that more of their teachers enjoyed
their work, while private school students were less apt to think that
their teachers were doing their job just to make money.

b. Quality of academic instruction. Students were asked in both
their sophomore and senior years to rate the quality of academic
instruction in their schools on a scale of 1 m poor to 4 m excellent.
The mean response was 2.78 in 1980 (as sophomores) and 2.86 in 1982 (as
seniors), a rating of good. (See Table 4-73.) Students in

academic programs and in private schools, and high SES Asian-American
students rated the quality of academic instruction somewhat higher than
other groups of students.

c. Reimtation of the school. Students were also asked to rate
the reputation of their school in the community, using the same scale.
As shown in Table 4-74, the mean response rose slightly from 2.86 in 1980
to 2.92 in 1982, a rating of good. Again, higher ratings were given by
high SES students, students in private schools, and students in the
academic program. Black and Hispanic students gave their school's
reputation a somewhat lower rating.

D. SUMMARY

This chapter has described the student body characteristics, the
school resources, and school pcoicies and practices of a representative
sample of American high schoola. We find that the demographic composition
of the schools and the educational opportunities provided by schools
differ, sometimes widely, by school type (e.g., public, Catholic, and
non-Catholic private) and by the average socioeconomic status of the
student body. For example, low SES schools have higher concentrations of
minority students and students with special educational needs, higher
absenteeism rates, and fewer college-bound students than do medium or
high SES schools. Catholic schools have lower rates of absenteeism,
larger numbers of college-bound students, and fewer instances of "majority-
minority" schools than the public sector.

Catholic schools are more likely than public schools to provide
advancecrcourse offerings, have a positive sc1-3o1 climate, have favorable
student ratings of academic instruction, and have a larger portion of
their students enrolled in the academic curriculum. For example, 90
percent of Catholic schools offer trigonometry and 62 percent offer
calculus. The percentages for the public sector are 77 and 47, respec-
tively. Catholic schools are twice as likely to offer a third year of
Spanish and French, while both sectors offer a third year of German to
about 20 to 30 percent of their students. Nearly all Catholic and public
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Table 4-70

HOW MANY TEACHERS IN YOUR SCHOOL ARE N/TTY AND HUMOROUS?
(0=NONE; 3=M05T)

1982 SENIORS

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 22338 2586461 1.61 0.7

SEX:
MALE 10844 1268956 1.64 0.8
FEMALE 11494 1317505 1.58 0.7

SES:
LOW 4507 485642 1.59 0.8
MIDDLE 9966 1187433 1.62 0.7
HIGH 5438 627144 1.63 0.7

RACE:
WHITE 16354 2041216 1.61 0.7
BLACK 2784 301336 1.57 0.8
ASIAN-AMERICAN 311 31694 1.62 0.7
AMERICAN INDIAN lars 21525 1.56 0.8
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1532 94445 1.65 0.8
PUERTO RICAN 276 23088 1.54 0.8
OTHER HISPANIC 823 65748 1.65 0.8

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 19338 2317470 1.59 0.7
PRIVATE 741 78524 1.86 0.8
CATHOLIC 2259 190467 1.69 0.7

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5291 635957 1.59 0.7
NORTH CENTRAL 6606 764742 1.61 0.7
SOUTH 6586 780149 1.60 0.8
NEST 3855 405613 1.66 0.8

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 7308 849800 1.57 0.7
ACADEMIC 9230 1040020 1.65 0.7
VOCATIONAL 5673 682541 1.59 0.8

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4635 494397 1.59 0.8
SUBURBAN 11191 1266493 1.62 0.7
RURAL 6512 825574 1.60 0.8
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Table 4-71

HON MANY TEACHERS IN YOUR SCHOOL ENJOY THEIR WORK?
10=NONE; 3=11031)

1982 SENIORS

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
MEAN S.O.

TOTAL 22471 2601215 2.20 0.11

SEX:
MALE 10921 1278065 2.23 0.8
FEMALE 11550 1323150 2.17 0.8

8ES:
LON 4541 489031 2.13 0.8

MIDDLE 10026 1194611 2.20 0.8

NISH 5450 628588 2.30 0.8

RACE:
WHITE 16415 2048429 2.23 0.0
BLACK 2826 306308 2.07 0.8

ASIAN-AMERICAN 312 31822 2.18 0.8
AMERICAN INDIAN 187 21388 2.10 0.11

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1551 95801 2.13 0.8

PUERTO RICAN 279 23576 2.05 0.8

OTHER HISPANIC 829 66318 2.10 0.8

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 19465 2331628 2.17 0.8
PRIVATE 743 78704 2.53 0.7

CATHOLIC 2263 190883 2.43 0.7

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5325 639891 2.19 0.8
NORTH CENTRAL 6626 767054 2.24 0.8

SOUTH 6650 787502 2.16 0.8

WEST 3870 406767 2.22 0.8

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 7356 854856 2.11 0.8

ACADEMIC 9262 1043670 2.33 0.7

VOCATIONAL 5726 6886G0 2.13 0.8

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4682 498813 2.13 0.8

SUDURBAN 11238 1272191 2.23 0.8

RURAL 6551 830212 2.19 0.8
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Table 4-72

HON MANY TEACHERS /N YOUR SCHOOL ARE DOING A JOB JUST TO MAKE MONEY?
(0=N014E: 3=n0STI

1982 SENIORS

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
MEAN
-- S.D.

TOTAL 22142 2564566 1.27 0.9

SEX:
MALE 10780 1262088 1.31 0.9
FEMALE 11362 1302478 1.24 0.8

SES:
LOW 4457 480940 1.29 0.9
MIDDLE 9884 1177564 1.27 0.8
HIGH 5401 623091 1.24 0.8

RACE:
WHITE 16246 2027426 1.26 0.8
BLACK 2741 296764 1.32 0.9
ASIAN-AMERICAN 309 31537 1.24 0.8
AMERICAN INDIAN 183 20695 1.44 1.0
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1509 93150 1.32 0.9
PUERTO RICAN 273 22989 1.43 0.9
OTHER HISPANIC 813 64810 1.33 0.9

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 19177 2298379 1.31 0.9
PRIVATE 733 77932 0.95 0.8
CATHOLIC 2232 188256 1.00 0.8

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5251 631835 1.29 0.9
NORTH CENTRAt 6557 759483 1.25 0.8
SOUTH 't '72062 1.29 0.9
WEST .$81..; 401187 1.27 0.9

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 230 841323 1.33 0.9
ACADEMIC '166 1033515 1.20 0.8
VOCATIONAL 4321 67591.5 1.33 0.9

COMMUNITY WM'
URBAN 1, 83 488310 1.31 0.9
SUBURBAN 4099 1256253 1.26 0.8
RURAL 6460 820003 1.27 0.9
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Table 4-73

STUDENT RATING OF QUALITY OF ACADEMIC INSTRUCTION
(17POORI 4=EXCELLENTI

LONGITUDINAL COMPARMNS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 19oG SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

VrAN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 17586 2252038 1.78 0.8 2.86 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.1

SEX:
MALE 8650 1127621 2.77 0.8 2.85 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.1
FEMALE 8936 1124418 2.9 0.7 2.86 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1

SES:
LOW 3392 406311 2.64 0.8 2.74 0.6 0.8 0.1* 0.1

MIDDLE 8640 1145484 2.76 0.8 2.83 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.1
HIGH 5177 659890 2.92 0.8 2.99 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.1

RACE:
WHITE 13373 1831850 2.79 0.8 2.87 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.1
BLACK 1958 233850 2.75 0.8 2.81 0.8 0.8 0.1 0.1

ASIAN-AMERICAN 237 25124 2.89 0.8 2.97 0.7 0.8 0.1 0.1

AMERICAN INDIAN 133 17256 2.62 0.7 2.81 0.7 0.7 0.2 0.3
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1060 711;17 2.64 8 2.74 0.8 0.8 0.1 0.1
PUERTO RICAN 177 17564 2.60 0.7 2.77 0.7 0.7 0.2 0.2

OTHER HISPANIC 622 52052 2.71 e.8 2.80 0.8 0.8 0.1 0.1

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 14899 1998293 2..` 0.8 2.82 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.1

PRIVATE 631 72322 4 1: 0.8 3.19 0.9 0.8 0.1 0.1

CATHOLIC 2056 181423 3 14 0.8 3.14 0.8 0.8 0.0 0.0

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4077 537092 2 84 0.8 2.91 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.1

NORTH CENTRAL 5299 680100 2.77 0.7 2.85 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.1

SOUTH 5226 682749 2.74 0.8 2.81 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.1

WEST 2984 352097 2.79 0.8 2.88 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.1

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 5405 497616 2.63 0.7 2.67 0.8 0.8 0.0 0.0

ACADEMIC 8157 1014111 2.94 0.7 3.03 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1

VOCATIONAL 3957 529446 2.67 0.8 2.77 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.1

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3360 :96419 2.83 0.7 2.88 0.8 0.8 0.1 0.1

SUBURBAN 9038 1118948 2.83 0.8 2.91 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.1

RURAL 5188 736672 2.68 0.8 2.77 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.1
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Table 4-74

STUDENT RATING OF SCHOOL REPUTATION IN THE COMMUNITY
11=P00111 4=EXCELLENT1

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
NHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
PDOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 18336 2359416 2.86 0.9 2.92 0.9 0.9 0.1* 0.1

SEX:
MALE 8814 1152435 2.84 0.9 2.91 0.9 0.9 0.1* 0.1FEMALE 9522 1206981 2.87 0.9 2.94 0.9 0.9 0.1* 0.1

SES:
LON 3717 450360 2.67 0.9 2.76 0.9 0.9 0.1* 0.1MIDDLE 9036 1200183 2.84 0.9 2.89 0.9 0.9 0.1* 0.1HIGH 5181 663967 3.02 0.9 3.10 0.9 0.9 0.1* 0.1

RACE:
WHITE 13945 1919030 2.88 0.9 2.95 0.9 0.9 0.1* 0.1BLACK 2033 247201 2.77 0.9 2.79 0.9 0.9 0.0 0.0ASIAN-AMERICAN 236 25649 2.93 0.9 2.92 0.9 0.9 0.0 -0.0
AMERICAN INDIAN 130 16718 2.57 0.9 2.82 0.8 0.8 0.3 0.3MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1147 76849 2.71 0.9 2.77 0.9 0.9 0.1 0.1PUERTO RICAN 177 16813 2.50 0.9 2.56 1.0 1.0 0.1 0.1OTHER HISPANIC 641 54318 2.76 0.9 2.82 0.9 0.9 0.1 0.1

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 15679 2106681 2.80 0.9 2.86 0.9 0.9 0.1* 0.1PRIVATE 625 73050 3.22 0.8 3.40 0.7 0.8 0.2* 0.2CATHOLIC 2032 179685 3.34 0.8 3.44 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4196 556131 2.79 0.9 2.87 0.9 0.9 0.1* 0.1NORTH CENTRAL 5538 713085 2.87 0.9 2.97 0.9 0.9 0.1* 0.1SOUTH 5486 724956 2.89 0.9 2.92 0.9 0.9 0.0 0.0NEST 3116 365245 2.87 0.9 2.91 0.9 0.9 0.0 0.1

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 5780 750568 2.72 0.9 2.79 0.9 0.9 0.1* 0.1ACADEMIC 8144 1015787 3.01 0.9 3.08 0.9 0.9 0.1* 0.1VOCATIONAL 4334 582752 2.77 0.9 2.83 0.9 0.9 0.1 0.1

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3537 424392 2.85 0.9 2.44 1.0 0.9 -0.0 -0.0SUBURBAN 9340 1162324 2.90 0.9 2.99 0.9 0.9 0.1* 0.1RURAL 5459 772700 2.79 0.9 2.88 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.1
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schools provide geometry, second-year algebra, biology, chemistry and
physics to their students. This difference in course offerings reflects
to a large extent differences in curriculum. In 90 percent of the
Catholic schools, a majority of the students are enrolled in the academic

curriculum. This occurs in only 27 percent of the public schools.

There is as much, if not more, variability in school processes
between high and low SES schools than between Catholic and public schools.
Looking at course offerings, we find that 87 percent of high SES schools
offer trigonometry, 68 percent offer calculus, nearly 70 percent offer
third-year Spanish and French, and 65 percent offer Advanced Placement
courses. Trigonometry is found in 63 percent of low SES schools, calculus
in 29 percent, and third-year Spanish and French and AP courses in 24
percent. Sixty-five percent of the high SES schools have a majority of
their students enrolled in the academic curriculum compared to 23 percent
of the low SES schools. High SES schools also require their college
preparatory students to take more mathematics, science, and foreign
language courses than do low SES schools. Finally, low SES schools have
fewer financial resources available to them. Twenty-three percent of low
SES schools spent less than $1,000 per pupil in 1980 compared with 12
percent of high SES schools. In contrast, 11 percent of low SES schools
spent $2,000 or more compared with 38 percent of high SES schools.
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Chapter 5

THE TRANSCRIPT ANALYSIS

The High School & Beyond data base includes complete high school
transcripts for approximately 12,000 students who graduated from high
school in 1982. In this study we have analyzed the course-taking be-
havior of students in the "new basics," English, mathematics, science,
social science, foreign language, and camputer science. These six course
content areas were chosen both because they have received considerable
attention in national reports on the quality of secondary education and
because they are closely related to the skills and knowledge assessed in
the HS&B test battery. Details on the exact courses included in each
erea of the new basics may be found in Appendix D.

This chapter is divided into three sections. The first provides
information on the percentage of the HS&B 1980-1982 high school students
taking courses in each of the six new basics. The second section de-
scribes the mean number of courses in the new basics that were attempted
and that were passed. The final section describes the average grades
that the students received.

A. COURSE-TAKING IN THE NEW BASICS

Table 5-1 shows the percentage of students taking and passing
courses in each of the six new basics and in selected sub-areas ot these
fields. The data are presented by curriculum and for all students
combined.

Almost every high school student took and passed one or more courses
in English, mathematics, and social science; the percentage of students
taking each of these subjects exceeds 99 percent. Science is not far
behind, taken by 97.6 percent of all students. The difference between
science and English, mathematics and social studies can be traced to the
somewhat smaller proportion of general and vocational students taking and
passing one or more courses in science. Fifty-three percent of the
students took and passed one or more courses in foreign languages. There
is a great difference between academic curriculum students, 78.3 percent
of whom took and passed one or more courses in foreign language, and
students in the other curricula (39.4 percent of general curriculum
students ana 30.1 percent of vocational curriculum students took a
foreign language course). Only 13.7 percent of all students took and
passed a course in computer science; academic students participated
twice as frequently as students in other curricula.

In English, the most common group of courses were in General
English (English 9, English 10, English 11, and English 12), taken by
88.7 percent of the students. Special topics in English (encompassing
topics from Classical Literature to Rock Poetry) were taken by 43.4
percent of the students. Slightly lower percentages of academia students
than general or vocational students took General English, but slightly
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Table 5-1

Percentage of Students Taking and Passing Courses in the "New Basics"
by Curriculum and for All Students

Academic General Vocational All Students

English 99.9 99.8 99.5 99.8

Remedial English 8.7 16.8 16.9 13.5

Remedial Reading 6.7 12.9 14.4 10.8

General English 87.3 89.2 90.4 88.7

Advant.ed English 23.0 6.7 6.4 13.3

Special Topics 48.7 43.0 35.7 43.4

Composition 41.5 35.5 28.7 36.1

Oral English 22.4 21.5 19.2 21.3

Other Reading 9.5 11.9 8.4 10.0

Vocational English 2.9 4.5 8.1 4.8

Mathematics 99.9 99.6 99.4 99.6

Basic Skills 7.0 21.2 22.7 15.8

Pre-Algebra and
Pre-Geometry 13.8 19.5 18.5 16.9

General Math 23.1 43.5 48.2 36.4

Vocational Math 5.5 14.9 20.9 12.7

Algebra I 76.2 62.5 54.6 65.9

Geometry I 73.4 34.1 24.4 47.6

Advanced Math 73.3 27.1 18.8 43.7

Science 99.3 96.8 96.1 97.6

General Science 22.5 32.8 35.5 29.3

Physical Science 45.6 47.2 44.2 45.7
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Science (con' )

Table 5-1

Academic

(contd.)

General Vocational All Students

4

Functional Jiology 27.0 23.4 21.6 24.4

Biology I 60.3 51.7 48.2 54.3

Advanced Biology 26.9 13.0 8.7 17.5

Functional Chemistry 12.1 4.7 2.5 7.1

Chemistry I 46.8 14.3 7.4 25.7

Advanced Chemistry 8.5 4.7 1.3 4.0

Functional Physics 6.0 1.8 --* 3.3

Physics I 24.7 4.7 2.1 12.2

Advanced Physics 3.1 0.1 --* 1.5

Social Sciences 99.9 99.8 99.8 99.9

Functional Social
Science 1.9 2.5 3.1 2.4

Vocational Applications 8.0 9.0 9.7 8.8

History, Regular 89.0 91.7 88.6 89.7

Social Science, Other 94.1 95.6 93.8 94.5

Advanced Social Science 11.2 4.1 3.7 6.9

ForeLanguages 78.3 39.4 30.1 53.0

Firqt Year 69.9 36.4 27.5 47.7

Second Year 59.8 17.5 11.5 33.1

Third Year 28.0 6.1 3.6 4.3

Fourth Year 11.2 1.8 1.3 5.5

Fifth Year/Advanced 2.7 0.5 0.5 1.4

Other 1.7 0.7 0.6 1.1

*Less than 0.1 percent
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Table 5-1

Academic

(contd.)

General Vocational All Students

Computer Science 18.8 9.9 10.8 13.7

Computer Literacy 3.2 1.4 1.4 2.1

Programming 8.7 3.9 2.4 5.5

DP and Applications 7.9 5.0 7.9 6.9
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more took special topic courses. Courses in composition were taken by
36.1 percent of the students; again, academic students showed higher
levels of participation. Remedial English and remedial reading courses
were taken by 13.5 percent and 10.8 percent, respectively, of the
students. Higher rates of participation in these remedial courses were
found among general and vocational curriculum students. Advanced level
English courses, including honors courses and Advanced Placement, were
taken by 13.3 percent of the students; 23.0 percent of academic students
took these courses, but only 6.7 percent of ge, eral students and 6.4
percent of vocational students.

In mathematics, Algebra I was the most common course, taken by 65.9
percent of all students. Geometry I was the next most common course,
taken by 47.6 percent of all students. Both courses were taken by more
academic than general and vocational curriculum students, but the gap
between these groups increased dramatically from algebra (taken by 76.2
percent bf academic students, 62.5 percent of vocational students, and
54.6 percent of vocational students) to geometry (taken by 73.4 percent
of academic students; 34.1 percent of general students, and 24.4 percent
of vocational students). Nearly three-quarters (73.3 percent) of aca-
demic curriculum students took more advanced mathematics (such as Algebra
2, Trigonometry or Calculus) compared w4ch only 27.1 percent of general
curriculum and 18.8 perceat of vocational curriculum students. General
mathematics, taken by 36.4 percent of all students, was especially
popular among general and vocational curriculum students. Basic skills
courses in mathematics were taken by 15.8 percent of the studeLts,
primarily students in the general and vocational curriculum.

In science, Biology I was the course taken by the largest percentage
(54.3 percent) of students. Introductory physical science was taken by
the next largest group (45.7 percent of all students). "Functional," or
non-academic courses in science, such as Consumer Chemistry, attracted a
larger percentage of students from the academic curriculum than from other
curricula. Chemistry I and Physics I were taken by 25.7 percent and
12.2 percent of all studeuts. The major group of students in each of
these courses were, however, from the academic curriculum. For example,
Chemistry I was taken by 46.8 percent of academic students, but only 14.3
percent of general students and 7.4 percent of vocational students.
Advanced level (honors or Advanced Placement) courses in biology,
chemistry, and physics were taken by 17.5, 4.0, and 1.5 percent,
respectively, of all students. Here again the academic students pre-
dominate. For example, 26.9 percent of academic curriculum students
took Advanced Biology.

There appears to be less vrxiation in the social sciences. Most
students took and passed one or more courses in history (89.7 percent of
all students) and one or more courses in other social sciences such as
government, economics, sociology, anthropology, or psychology (94.5 per-
cent of all students). Advanced level courses in the social sciences
were taken by 6.9-percent of all students, 11.2 percent of academic
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students, 4.1 percent of general students, and 3.7 percent of vocational

students. Functional-type courses in the social sciences attracted few
students (2.4 percent).

Course-taking in foreign languages showed dramatic differences
between academic students and those in other curricula; 59.8 percent of
academic students took and passed two or more years of a foreign language
compared with 17,5 percent of general curriculum students and 11.5 percent
of vocational curriculum students. Differences were also marked in
computer science where academic curriculum students were much more likely
to take and pass a programming course (8.7 percent did so) than were
general or vocational curriculum students (3.9 percent and 2.4 percent,
respectively).

B. NUMBER OF COURSES ATTEMPTED AND PASSED

The mean number of courses attempted and the mean number actually
passed are shown in Table 5-2. The numbers presented here ive Carnegie
units where 1 = a one-year course meeting for one period each day. The

number of courses attempted can be considered an index of the
opportunities which the student had to learn the new basics. The number
of courses passed is an index of the extent to which the student learned
the new basics to a level satisfactory for the given school. We include
both courses attempted and courses passed here not only to provide an
indication of failure rates, which are obscured in the averaging of
grades, but also as a reminder that some learning may occur even when
a student fails a course. The overall failure rates were 1.6, 5.2,
and 5.2 percent for academic, general and vocational students,
respectively.

The average student attempted a total of 13.71 Carnegie units in
the six new basics areas and passed courses with a total of 13.20 units.
There was considerable variation across the three high school curricula.
Academic students attempted courses with a total of 15.80 units and
passed 15.55 units; general students attempted 12.64 and passed 11.98,
while vocational students attempted 11.79 and passed 11.14.

There was relatively little difference across the curricula in the
number of units attempted in English and in social studies. This is not
surprising since most states mandate that high school students take
three or four years of English and two or three years of social studies.

The three subject matter areas where there are major differences a-
cross curricula in the mean number of courses both attempted and passed
are mathematics, science, and foreign lavguages. In each case the
difference in the number of courses attempted and passed by academic
curriculum students is approximately one full Carnegie unit greater than
the number taken and passed by general curriculum students; the
difference between academic and vocational students is slightly larger.
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Table 5-2

Mean Number of "New Basics" Courses Attempted and Passed
by Curriculum and for All Students

Academic General Vocational All Students
Pass Attempt PassAttempt Pass Attempt Pass Attempt

Total English 4.06 4.02 4.01 3.84 3.93

Remedial English 0.13 0.12 0.27 .0.26 0.24

General English 2.25 2.23 2.43 2.34 2.51

Advanced English 0.40 0.40 0.09 0.09 0.08

Special Topics 0.61 0.60 0.47 0.44 0.42

Composition 0.38 0.37 0.34 0.32 0.27

Oral English 0.16 0.16 0.26 0.15 0.13

Remedial Reading 0.06 0.06 0.14 0.13 0.16

Other Reading 0.06 0.06 0.08 0.08 0.06

Vocational English 0.02 0.02 0.03 0.03 0.07

Total Mathematics 3.43 3.33 2.56 2.38 2.37

Basic Skills 0.07 0.07 0.23 0.21 0.25

General Math 0.33 0.32 0.57 0.55 0.67

Vocational Math 0.05 0.05 0.14 0.13 0.21

Pre-Algebra and
Pre-Geometry 0.14 0.13 0.21 0.20 0.19

Algebra I 0.85 0.82 0.67 0.63 0.61

Geometry I 0.75 0.73 0.34 0.32 0.24

Advanced Math 1.24 1.21 0.35 0.33 0.21

Total Science 2.91 2.86 1.99 1.88 1.73

General Science 0.23 0.23 0.34 0.32 0.37

Physical Science 0.47 0.47 0.49 0.47 0.46

178

3.76 4.01 3.8q

0.22 0.20 0.19

2.41 2.38 2.31

0.08 0.22 0.22

0.39 0.51 0.49

0.25 0.34 0.32

0.12 0.15 0.15

0.15 0.11 0.11

0.06 0.07 0.07

0.06 0.03 0.03

2.19 2.86 1.71

0.23 0.17 0.16

0.62 0.50 0.47

0.19 0.12 0.11

0.17 0.18 0.16

0.56 0.73 0.69

0.22 0.48 0.46

0.19 0.68 0.65

1.64 2.30 2.22

0.35 0.31 0.29

0.44 0.47 0.46



-156-

Table 5-2 (contd.)

Academic General Vocational All Students
Attempt Pass Attempt Pass Attempt Pass Attempt Pass

Total Science

(contd.)

Functional Biology 0.28 0.28 0.23 0.22 0.21 0.20 0.25 0.24

Biology I 0.63 0.61 0.55 0.51 0.49 0.46 0.56 0.54

Advanced Biology 0.28 0.28 0.11 0.11 0.07 0.07 0.17 0.17

Functional Chemistry
and Physics 0.18 0.18 0.06 0.06 0.03 0.03 0.10 0.10

Chemistry I 0.48 0.47 0.14 0.13 0.07 0.06 0.26 0.25

Physics I 0.25 0.25 0.04 0.04 0.02 0.02 0.12 0.12

Advanced Chemistry

and Physics 0.11 0.11 0.02 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.05 0.05

Total Social Scxence 3.36 3.32 3.36 3.19 3.16 2.98 3.39 3.19

Functional 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.02 0.03 0.03 0.02 0.02

Vocational 0.06 0.06 0.06 0.05 0.06 0.05 0.06 0.06

History 1.44 1.42 1.41 1.39 1.43 1.33 1.45 1.39

Other Social

Science 1.74 1/71 1.77 1.69 1.67 1.54 1.72 1.b6

Advanced Social
Science 0 12 0.12 0.04 0.04 0.03 0.03 0.07 0.07

Total Foreign Language 1.89 1.87 0.65 0.62 0.47 0.44 1.11 1.08

First Year 0.80 0.79 0.37 0.35 0.28 0.26 0.52 0.51

Second Year 0.61 0.62 0.18 0.17 0.12 0.11 0.35 0.34

Third Year 0.29 0.29 0.06 0.06 0.03 0.03 0.15 0.14

Fourth Year 0.12 0.12 0.02 0.02 0.03 0.03 0.15 0.14
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Table 5-2 (contd.)

Total Foreign Language

Academic
Attempt Pass

General
Attempt Pass

Vocational
Attempt Pass

All Students
Attempt Pass

(contd.)

Fifth Year/Advanced 0.0 0.03 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.02

Other 0.02 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01

Total Computer Science 0.15 0.15 0.07 0.07 0.13 0.13 0.12 0.11

Computer Literacy 0.02 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.01

Programming 0.06 0.06 0.03 0.03 0.02 0.02 0.04 0.04

DP and Applications 0.06 0.06 0.03 0.03 0.10 0.09 0.06 0.06

Total 15.80 15.55 12.64 11.98 11.79 11.14 13.71 13.20
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Academic students take more mathematics and science than students
in the other curricula. They also take a different group of courses.
For example, of the 3.43 years of mathematics taken by academic ntudents,
2.84 years or 83 percent of the mathematics course work was in Algebra I,
Geometry I, and Advanced Math. In contrast, general curriculum students
took 2.56 years of mathematics of which 1.36 or 53 percent of the
mathematics course work was in Algebra I and beyond. Of the 2.91 years
of science that the average academic student took, 1.3 years were in
courses beyond Biology I; general students took 2.0 years of science, of
which 0.37 was beyond Biology I.

The cross-tabulations of the total number of courses pasued (see
Appendix D) provide more insights into the groups of students who take
differing amounts of the new basics. A fairly clear pattern emerges for
mathematics, science, and foreign languages, the three areas which showed
the largest differences across curricula. High SES students take more
units of those subjects than do low SES students; Asian-American students
take more units than do students from other racial/ethnic groups; students
from public schools take fewer units than do students from nonpublic
schools; students frOm the Northeast tend to take more units than students
from other regions; and students with higher sophomore test scores and
with higher grades take more units than do students with lower initial
test scores and lower grades. Males take more units of mathematics and
science, but females take more units of foreign language.

To facilitate the examination of the transcript interactions of sex,
race/ethnicity, and school type with curriculum, two summary tables have been
constructed (Tables 5-3.and 5-4). The first shows the number of courses
attempted by academic curriculum students, the second the number of
courses attempted by general curriculum students. These tables enable
the reader to differentiate between the level of course taken (remedial
or basic vs. regular or advanced) in each of four areas: English,
mathematics, science, and foreign languages.

As can be seen in Table 5-3, there were considerable sex, racial/
ethnic,and/or school type differences in the amount of advanced mathe-
matics and science courses taken and in the total amount of foreign
language taken by academic students. For example, males in the academic
curriculum took more advanced math and advanced science courses bur. fewer
foreign language courses than did females. White students enrolled in
this curriculum took nearly three-quarters of a year more of Geometry I
and Advanced Math than did Black and Hispanic students although the total
number of math courses was the same. Academic students in Catholic
schools took more English, mathematics, and foreign language courses than
their public school counterparts.

For students enrolled in the general curriculum (see Table 5-4),
differences by sex and by race/ethnicity disappear, but differences be-
tween Catholic and public schools remain, vitt+ Cathnli& school studPnts
taking more new basics.
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Table 5-3

Relationship of Sex, Race/Ethnicity, and School Type
by Mean Number of Cor-ses in Carnegie Unitu Attempted

Course Taken

by Students

Sex

a the Academic Curriculum

Race/Ethnicity School Type

Male Female White Black

Mexican-
American/

Puerto Rican Public Catholic

Total English 4.05 4.08 4.03 4.25 4.29 4.04 4.28

Remedial English
and Reading 0.21 0.15 0.16 0.24 0.34 0.20 0.09

All Other English 3.84 3.93 3.87 4.01 3.95 3.84 4.19

Total Mathematics 3.58 3.30 3.45 3.32 3.40 3.38 3.71

Basic Skills 0.08 0.06 0.05 0.24 0.15 0.07 0.07

General, Vocational
Pre-Algebra and
Pre-Geometry 0.53 0.51 0.45 0.99 0.83 0.55 0.38

Algebra I 0.85 0.84 0.85 0.83 0.90 0.83 0.94

Geometry I 0.76 0.74 0.78 0.54 0.64 0.72 0.89

Advanced Math 1.35 1.14 1.32 0.73 0.87 1.20 1.43

Total Science 3.06 2.77 2.96 2.53 2.65 2.91 2.83

General and
Physical Science 0.76 0.65 0.69 0.88 0.77 0.71 0.57

Biology I 0.89 0.93 0.90 0.89 1.08 0.89 0.99

Advanced Science 1.41 1.19 1.37 0.76 0.80 1.31 1.27

Total Foreign
Language 1.64 2.12 1.95 1.34 1.70 1.75 2.52

First Year 0.73 0.87 0.81 0 71 0.76 0.76 1.05

Second Year 0.56 0.71 0.66 0.45 0.50 0.58 0.91

Third Year and
Beyond 0.33 0.52 0.47 0.16 0.38 0.39 0.54
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Table 5-4

Relationship of Sex, Race/Ethnicity and School Type
by Mean Number,of Courses in Carnegie Units Attempted

by Students in the General Education Curriculum

Course Type

Sex Race/Ethnicity School Type

Male Female White Black

Mexican-
American/

Puerto Rican Public Catholic

Total English 4.03 3.99 3.96 4.32 4.05 4.04 4.28

Remedial English
and Reading 0.45 0.35 0.37 0.61 0.47 0.42 0.29

All Other English 3.58 3.64 3.59 3.71 3.58 3.63 3.99

Total Mathematics 2.65 2.45 2.52 2.81 2.54 2.53 3.05

Basic Skills 0.24 0.22 0.20 0.39 0.31 0.24 0.07

General, Vocational
Pre-Algebra and
Pre-Geometry 1.02 0.88 0.87 1.41 1.16 0.95 0.66

Algebra I 0.68 0.71 0.71 0.56 0.61 0.68 0.86

Geometry I 0.34 0.34 0.37 0.23 0.23 0.33 0.60

Advanced Math 0.37 0.32 0.37 0.23 0.23 0.33 0.74

Total Science 2.04 1.92 1.99 2.04 1.82 1.98 2.22

General and
Physical Science 0.87 0.67 0.82 0.92 0.78 0.84 0.58

Biology I 0.77 0.78 0.77 0.81 0.80 0.77 0.91

Advanced Science 0.40 0.47 0.40 0.31 0.24 0.37 0.73

Total Foreign
Language 0.54 0.77 0.65 0.49 0.91 0.62 1.36

First Year 0.31 0.44 0.37 0.34 0.52 0.36 0.75

Second Year 0.16 0.21 0.19 0.11 0.24 0.17 0.43

Third Year and
Beyond 0.07 0.12 0.08 0.04 0.15 0.09 0.16
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In a few cases students earned more than one Carnegie unit in a
course group. For example, all groups of students averaged more than two
Carnegie units of General English. Academic curriculum students passed
1.21 units of advanced mathematics. All groups of students earned more
than one unit in history and, also, more than one unit in other social
studies.

Taken together these data show that HS&B high school students earned
the largest number of Carnegie units in English and in social studies
(3.89 and 3.19 units, respectively) and earned fewer units in
mathematics (2.71), science (2.22), foreign languages (1.08), or computer
science (0.11). Academic curriculum students not only tended to take
more courses in the new basics than other students, but also tended to
take more units of advanced level courses, especially in mathematics,
s:ience, and foreign languages. Students from high SES backgrounds,
AsiaL-American students, students from the Northeast, and students with
higher test scores and grades also tended to take more units in these
three areas.

C. GRADES

The percentage of students taking the new basics and the number of
Carnegie units earned provide a good indicator of the opportunities
which students have to learn the skills and knowledge in the:3e subject
areas. The extent to which teachers believe that students have achieved
this knowledge is indicated by the course grades. The mean grades are
summarized in Table 5-5. Cross-tabulations appear in Appendix D. The
grade scale used here ranges from 4.3 = A+ to 0 = failing, with
3.0 = B, 2.0 = C, and 1.0 = D.

Mean grades for all students ranged from a high of 2.67 in computer
science to a low of 2.22 in mathematics. Academic students consistently
averaged grades about 0.5 or more scale units above general or vocational
curriculum students. As the cross-tabulations show, in each of the six
new basics, females received higher grades than did males; Asian-Americans
and, to a lesser extent Whites, received higher grades than students
from other racial/ethnic groups; students from high SES homes received
higher grades than those from middle and low SES homes; and students
from suburban and rural schools received higher grades than students
from urban schools. There was also some tendency for students from the
West to receive higher grades. Students from nonpublic schools, which
tend to have a higher proportion of students enrolled in the academic
curriculum than do public schools, also tended to have higher grades.
Not surprisingly, students who had had higher scores on the base year
tests and stude.ts who reported that they had higher grades earned higher
grades in each of the new basics than did students with lower test scores
and lower grades.
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Table 5-5

Mean Grades in Courses Attempted
(Scale 4.3 = A+ to 0 = Fail)

Academic General Vocational All Students

Engliah- 2.82 2.19 2.13 2.43

Remedial English 2.76 2.17 2.10 2.30

Remedial Reading 2.85 2.21 2.43 2.45

General English 2.81 2.17 2.1 2.41

Advanced English 2.96 2.28 2.38 2.77

English, Special Topics 2.85 2.17 2.02 2.45

Composition 2.85 2.18 2.17 2.49

MathemaLics 2.50 2.04 2.02 2.22

Basic Skills 2.47 2.03 2.09 2.14

Pre-Algebra and
Pre-Geometry 2.46 1.98 1.89 2.11

General Math 2.56 2.13 2.16 2.25

Vocational Math 2.47 2.13 2.23 2.23

Algebra I 2.57 1.98 1.94 2.25

Geometry I 2.56 2.15 1.93 2.38

Advanced Math 2.49 2.19 1.94 2.37

Science 2.66 2.09 2.04 2.32

General Science 2.84 2.16 2.09 2.35

Physical Science 2.81 2.17 2.09 2.41

Functional Biology 2.71 2.09 2.13 2.38

Biology I 2.74 2.10 1.98 2.36

Advanced Biology 2.82 2.31 2.20 2.61
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Table 5-5 (contd.)

Science (contd.)

Academic General Vocational All Students

Chemistry I 2.62 2.24 1.92 2.50

Physics I 2.79 2.45 2.01 2.70

Social Sciences 2.86 2.18 2.05 2.42

Functional Social
Science 3.07 2.23 2.22 2.50

Vocational Applications 2.82 2.22 2.27 2.46

History, Regular 2.82 2.13 1.99 2.37

Social Science, Other 2.90 2.23 2.11 2.47

Advanced Social Science 2.98 2.41 1.94 2.72

Foreign Languages 2.77 2.13 2.07 2.51

First Year 2.89 2.18 2.12 2.59

Second Year 2.79 2.29 2.21 2.65

Third Year 2.94 2.50 2.29 2.84

Fourth Year 3.17 2.97 2.24 3.09

Fifth Year/Advanced 3.21 2.95 3.62 3.22

Computer Science 2.95 2.40 2.23 2.67

Computer Literacy 3.05 2.44 2.45 2.81

Programming 3.00 2.38 2.28 2.77

DP and Applications 2.91 2.42 2.20 2.58
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D. SUMMARY

This chapter can, pJrhaps, be best summarized by constructing hypo-
thetical transcripts showing courses taken in the new basics by 50
percent or more of the students in each curriculum, the mean number of
Carnegie units earned, and the average grade received. The hypothesized
average student in the academic curriculum would have earned a total of
15.55 Carnegie units in the new basics, including 10.66 units in non-
remedial English, Algebra I, Geometry I, Advanced Methematics, Biology I,

History, Social Science, and Foreign Language I and II, and would have
received a 2.89 grade average. The hypothesized average student in the
general curriculum would have accumulated 11.98 Carnegie units, in-
cluding 8.55 in non-remedial English, Algebra I, Biology I, History, and
Social Science, and attained a 2.13 grade average. The vocational student
would have taken a total of 11.4 Carnegie units, inclui.ing 7.9e, units of
non-remedial English, Algebra I, History, and Social Sciences for a 2.07
grade average.

The relational analysis reported in Chapter 9 will show it e%d how
these differences in course-taking patterns, Carnegie units, and g.ades
are related to tested achievement.
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Chapter 6

CHANGES IN TESTED ACHIEVEMENT, SCHOOL GRADES AND LIFE SKILLS

This chapter deals with gains in achievement and life skills. The
two achievement areas that will be discussed here are tested achievement
and school achievement as reflected in high school grades. In addition,
longitudinal gains are compared for school stayers and dropouts for
life akills.

The tables presented in this chapter show gains by total population
and by the standard subpopulation classification variables Differences
between the 1980 and 1982 test score means are shown in the formula-
corrected number right score metric and tw effect size. The
formula-corrected number right scores are on the same scale as the
formula,corrected raw scores and thus can be interpreted in the same way.
The effect size for the score gains is the mean change divided by the
pretest standard deviation.

A. COMPARISON OF SOPHOMORE TEST SCORES FOR DROPOUTS AND SCHOOL STAYERS

Tables 6-1 to 6-5 prtsent comparisons of the mean test scores for
school stayers and school dropouts for vocabulary, reading, mathematics,
science, and writing skills.A Differences between the mean test scores
for the two groups, stayers and dropouts, ranged from slightly over half
a standard deviation in science to three-quarters of a standard deviation
in mathematics. This places the dropouts between the twenty-third land
twenty-eighth percentile of the school stayer distribution depending on
the particular test score. Disparities in test score means between
stayers and dropouts tended to be of the same magnitude across the
demographic classification with the exception of SES groupings, White
vs. minority groupings, and curricula groupings. Disparities between
stayers' and dropouts' test score means were highest for high SES
individuals, members of the white majority, and/or individuals in the
academic curriculum.

It is interesting to note that in all these groupings--high SES,
White, and academic students, the dropout test score means were generally
higher than the means of low SES and/or minority individuals who remained
in school. It would seem that many of the high SES individuals may have
dropped out for reasons other than their lacking the prerequisite basic
skills. Other possible explanations might include a lack of academic
interest or motivation, and/or these dropout individuals from high SES
families are perceived either by themselves or their parents as not
meeting the level of academic achievement that is expected from their
family/peer backgrounds.
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ALL SOPHOMORES

Table 6-1

IRT VOCABULARY SCORE
tON SCALE OF Hsa somas= TEST)

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980

SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

UNTIL SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SOPHOMORES
WHO DROPPED OUT

BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP
N

MTD
N MEAN S.D.

!AMP
N

NTO
N MEAN S.D.

SAMP
N

1171)

N MEAN S.D.

DROPOUTS
MINUS
STAYERS

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 23164 3315 8.47 5.3 21148 2804 8.97 5.2 2016 511 5.67 4.7 -3.30* -0.44

SEX:
HALE 11353 1671 8.64 5.2 10327 1397 9.16 5.1 1026 275 5.96 4.8 -3.20* -0.63FEMALE 11811 1644 8.29 5.3 10821 1408 8.79 5.3 990 236 5.33 4.5 -3.45* -0.66

SES:
LON 5500 785 5.71 4.6 4689 591 6.10 4.7 811 194 4.51 4.0 -1.59* -0.35
MIDDLE 10974 1597 8.66 4.9 10177 1391 8.98 4.9 797 206 6.49 4.6 -2.49* -0.51
HIGH 5758 791 11.53 4.9 5557 732 11.78 4.7 201 59 8.43 5.4 -3.35* -0.70

RACE:
WH/TE 16829 2545 9.53 5.0 15590 2195 9.99 4.9 1239 350 6.63 4.6 -3.36* -0.69
BLACK 2952 432 4.23 4.4 2636 150 4.55 4.4 316 81 2.06 3.8 -1.69* -0.39ASIAN-AMERICAN 296 33 8.87 5.9 280 31 8.97 5.9 16 3 7.71 5.3 -1.26 -0.21
AHERICAN INDIAN 239 34 5.94 4.6 187 24 6.19 4.6 52 10 5.32 4.5 -0.87 -0.19
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1678 143 5.12 4.3 1453 108 5.51 4.5 225 35 3.94 3.6 -1.57* -0.36
PUERTO RICAN 289 36 4.54 4.4 232 25 5.19 4.6 57 11 3.07 3.7 -2.12 -0.48OTHER HISPANIC 802 83 6.51 5.0 709 66 6.97 5.0 93 17 4.76 4.S -2.21* -0.44

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 20268 3021 8.20 5.2 18334 2530 8.71 5.2 1934 491 5.60 4.7 -3.11* -0.60
PRIVATE 634 91 11.34 5.2 614 80 11.84 5.2 20 11 7.53 3.8 -4.32* -0.84
CATHOLIC 2262 203 11.11 4.7 2200 194 11.29 4.7 62 9 7.36 3.6 -3.93* -0.84

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5007 720 9.54 5.3 4669 634 9.99 5.2 338 86 6.17 4.8 -3.83* -0.74
NORTH CEWIRAL 6878 960 8.91 5.1 6379 836 9.39 4.9 499 124 5.70 4.6 . -3.69* -0.75
SOUTH 7281 1107 6.97 5.2 6480 899 7.48 5.3 801 208 4.78 4.4 -2.70* -0.52
NEST 3998 528 9.33 5.1 3620 435 9.79 5.0 378 93 7.16 4.8 -2.63* -0.53

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 10188 1500 7.79 4.8 9114 1222 8.22 4.8 1074 278 5.90 4.5 -2.32* -0.49
ACADEMIC 8075 1071 11.30 5.0 7821 1006 11.50 4.9 252 66 8.15 5.3 -3.36* -0.68
VOCATIONAL 4455 679 5.84 4.7 3843 531 6.25 4.7 612 148 4.37 4.3 -1.87* -0.40

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4726 648 7.46 5.5 4197 519 8.08 5.5 529 129 4.96 4.8 -3.12* -0.50
SUBURBAN 11370 1567 9.19 5.2 10549 1356 9.64 5.1 821 211 6.35 4.6 -3.28* -0.65
RURAL 7068 1100 8.02 5.1 6402 928 8.51 5.1 666 172 5.36 4.5 -3.15* -0.62

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANDS
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ALL SOPHOMORES

Table 6-2

IRT READING SCORE
(ON SCALE OF HSB SOPHOMORE TEST)

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980

SOPHOMORES
MHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

UNTIL SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SOPHOMORES
WHO DROPPED OUT

BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOMUP

SAMP
N

NTO
N MEAN S.D.

SAMP
N

NTO
N MEAN S.D.

SAMP
N

NTO
N MEAN S.D.

DROPOUTS
HINUS
STAYERS

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 23120 3312 6.66 4.8 21112 2802 7.09 4.8 2008 510 4.32 4.0 -2.77* -0.59

SEX:
HALE 11331 1670 6.72 4.9 10310 1396 7.18 4.9 1021 274 4.30 4.0 -248* -0.60
FEMALE 11789 1642 6.62 4.7 10802 1407 7.00 4.7 987 235 4.34 3.9 -2.67* -0.58

SES:
LOW 5488 783 4.65 4.1 4681 591 5.01 4.1 807 192 3.55 3.6 -1.45* -0.36
MIDDLE 10962 1596 6.77 4.5 10167 1391 7.04 4.6 795 205 4.89 3.9 -2.16* -0.48
HIGH 5736 790 9.03 4.8 5537 731 9.25 4.8 199 60 6.23 4.9 -3.02* -0.63

RACE:
WHITE 16795 2541 7.41 4.7 15560 2192 7.82 4.7 1215 349 4.89 4.0 -2.93* -0.63
BLACK 2954 433 3.90 3.8 2638 352 4.17 3.9 316 81 2.75 3.3 -1.42* -0.37
ASIAN-AMERICAN 295 33 7.25 5.0 279 30 7.36 5.0 16 3 5.93 4.9 -1.44 -0.29
AMERICAN INDIAN 240 34 4.81 4.3 188 24 4.93 4.3 52 10 4.51 4.2 -0.42 -0.10
MEXICAN-AhERICAN 1680 143 4.04 3.8 1456 108 4.31 3.9 224 35 3.20 3.3 -1.10* -0.29
PUERTO RICAN 283 35 3.71 4.0 227 24 4.41 4.2 56 11 2.12 2.7 -2.29* -0.58
OTHER HISPANIC 795 83 4.74 4.4 704 66 5.05 4.5 91 18 3.58 4.0 -1.47 -0.33

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 20244 3018 6.48 4.7 18316 2528 6.91 4.8 1928 490 4.28 4.0 -2.63* -0.56
PRIVATE 633 91 8.53 5.0 613 80 8.91 4.9 20 11 5.71 4.4 -3.20 -0.65
CATHOLIC 2243 203 8.53 4.5 2183 194 8.70 4.4 60 9 4.90 3.3 -3.80* -0.86

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5000 719 7.25 4.8 4665 634 7.64 4.8 335 85 4.33 4.0 -3.31* -0.78
NORTH CENTRAL 6871 959 7.06 4.8 6372 835 7.45 4.7 499 124 4.47 4.0 -2.98* -0.63
SOUTH 7249 1105 5.72 4.6 6454 898 6.17 4.7 795 207 3.77 3.7 -2.40* -0.52
WEST 4000 529 7.12 4.7 3621 435 7.52 4.7 379 94 5.30 4.2 -2.21* -0.48

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 10164 1499 6.05 4.4 9092 1220 6.41 4.4 1072 279 4.46 3.7 -1.96* -0.45
ACADEMIC 8054 1070 9.08 4.8 7804 1005 9.25 4.7 250 65 6.41 4.8 -2.85* -0.60
VOCATIONAL 4455 679 4.52 4.0 3846 531 4.82 4.1 609 148 3.45 3.6 -1.37* -0.34

COM:UNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4704 646 6.02 4.8 4180 518 6.54 4.8 524 127 3.91 4.2 -2.64* -0.56
SUBURBAN 11352 1566 7.06 4.8 10536 1356 7.44 4.8 816 210 4.62 3.8 -2.81* -0.60
RURAL 7064 1100 6.48 4.7 6396 928 6.89 4.7, 668 172 4.25 3.9 -2.65* -0.57

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANDS
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Table 6-3

IRT MATHEMATICS SCORE
(ON SCALE OF HS8 SOPHOMORE TEST)

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980

SAMP
N

ALL SOPHOMORES

NTO
N MEAN S.D.

SOPHOMORES
NHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

UNTIL SENIOR FOLLONUP

SAMP NTO
N N MEAN S.D.

SOPHOMORES
WHO DROPPED OUT

BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP WTO
N N MEAN S.D.

DROPOUTS
MINUS
STAYERS

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 23114 3307 12.20 9.8 21111 2799 13.31 9.8 2003 508 6.07 7.4 -7.24* -0.75

SEX:
MALE 11324 1665 12.47 10.3 10312 1394 13.72 10.3 1012 271 6.04 7.7 -7.68* -0.76
FEMALE 11790 1642 11.93 9.3 10799 1405 12.91 9.2 991 237 6.10 7.0 -6.81* -0.75

SES:
LON 5488 782 7.49 8.0 4681 590 8.41 8.3 807 192 4.66 6.1 -3.74* -0.47
MIDDLE 10948 1592 12.38 9.3 10159 1388 13.24 9.3 789 204 6.59 7.4 -6.65* -0.73
HIGH 5740 789 17.72 9.6 5540 730 18.29 9.4 200 59 10.76 9.5 -7.52* -0.80

RACE:
WHITE 16779 2538 13.93 9.7 15548 2190 14.99 9.5 1231 348 7.28 7.7 -7.71* -0.82
BLACK 2958 433 5.31 7.0 2642 351 6.00 7.2 316 82 2.36 5.0 -3.64* -0.52
ASIAN-AMERICAN 292 33 17.67 10.5 276 30 18.07 10.6 16 3 13.20 9.0 -4.87 -0.46
AMERICAN INDIAN 240 34 6.93 8.2 188 24 7.73 8.6 52 10 4.98 6.6 -2.75 -0.33
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1675 142 6.41 7.4 1450 107 7.40 7.8 225 35 3.40 5.0 -4.00* -0.53
PUERTO RICAN 284 35 5.34 6.5 230 25 5.87 7.0 54 10 4.05 4.9 -1.82 -0.27
OTHER HISPANIC 809 83 8.62 8.7 718 66 9.32 9.0 91 18 6.00 7.1 -3.32 -0.38

SCHOOL TYPE;
PUBLIC 20200 3012 11.74 9.8 18307 2524 12.86 9.8 1923 488 5.92 7.3 -6.94* -0.73
PRIVATE 634 91 17.59 10.2 614 80 18.60 10.0 20 11 9.98 8.3 -8.62* -0.86
CATHOLIC 2250 203 16.65 8.6 2190 194 16.99 8.6 60 9 9.49 6.3 -7.50* -0.88

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4973 716 13.80 10.0 4641 631 14.79 9.9 332 85 6.44 7.6 -8.35* -0.85
NORTH CENTRAL 6874 959 13.59 9.8 6376 836 14.62 9.7 498 123 6.61 7.7 -8.00* -0.84
SOUTH 7266 1105 9.55 9.0 6473 897 10.59 9.2 793 207 5.06 6.6 -5.53* -0.62
NEST 4001 528 13.04 10.0 3621 435 14.28 9.9 380 93 7.26 8.1 -7.03* -0.72

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 10179 1497 10.64 8.9 9108 1220 11.66 9.1 1071 277 6.16 6.8 -5.50* -0.62
ACADEMIC 8042 1068 17.89 9.4 7792 1002 18.37 9.2 250 66 10.65 9.4 -7.72* -0.84
VOCATIONAL 4447 678 7.26 8.1 3841 530 8.12 8.3 606 147 4.15 6.6 -3.97* -0.49

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4732 648 10.41 9.6 4205 519 11.55 9.7 527 128 5.78 7.9 -5.77* -0.61
SUBURBAN 11317 1559 13.44 9.9 10507 1351 14.48 9.8 810 208 6.73 7.5 -7.75* -0.80
RURAL 7065 1100 11.49 9.6 6399 928 12.61 9.6 666 172 5.49 6.8 -7.12* -0.76

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANDS
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ALL SOPHOMORES

Table 6-4

IRT SCIENCE SCORE
(ON SCALE OF HSB SOPHOMORE TEST)

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980

SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

UNTIL SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SOPHOMORES
NHO DROPPED OUT

BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP UTO
N SEAN S.D.

SAMP
P1

WTO
P4 MEAN S.D.

SAMP
N

WID
N MEAM S.D.

DROPOUTS
MINUS
STAYERS

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 22926 3279 8.80 4.6 20944 2778 9.20 4.5 1982 500 6.58 4.1 -2.61* -0.58

SEX:
HALE 11251 1653 9.37 4.7 10244 1385 9.85 4.6 1007 268 6.90 4.4 -2.96* -0.65
FEMALE 11675 1626 8.21 4.3 10700 1393 8.54 4.3 975 233 6.22 3.8 -2.32* -0.54

SEE:
LOW 5440 776 6.72 4.2 4642 5e4 6.98 4.3 798 90 5.93 3.8 -1.05* -0.25
MIDDLE 10850 1578 9.01 4.3 10068 1377 9.28 4.2 782 200 7.14 4.1 -2.14* -0.51
HIGH 5711 784 11.07 4.2 5512 726 11.27 4.1 199 58 8.49 4.8 -2.79* -0.67

RACE:
WHITE 16681 2520 9.76 4.2 15459 2177 10.11 4.1 1222 343 7.51 4.0 -2.60* -0.63
BLACK 2891 425 4.87 3.8 2580 345 5.12 3.9 311 80 3.78 3.2 -1.34* -0.35
ASIAN-AMERICAN 292 33 9.28 4.4 276 30 9.36 4.5 16 3 8.47 3.4 -0.89 -0.20
AMERICAN INDIAN 239 34 6.69 4.7 187 24 6.85 4.6 52 10 6.29 5.0 -0.55 -0.12
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1677 142 5.91 4.0 1451 107 6.27 4.1 226 35 4.81 3.4 -1.46* -0.36
PUERTO RICAN 278 34 4.95 4.0 224 24 5.59 4.1 54 10 3.42 3.3 -2.18 -0.55
OTHER HISPANIC 792 81 7.25 4.4 708 65 7.46 4.4 84 16 6.37 4.1 -1.09 -0.25

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 20040 2984 8.64 4.6 18139 2504 9.05 4.5 1901 480 6.53 4.1 -2.52* -0.56
PRIVATE 634 91 10.76 4.3 614 80 11.19 4.2 20 11 7.56 4.4 -3.63 -0.87
CATHOLIC 2252 203 10.17 3.9 2191 194 10.25 3.9 61 9 8.41 2.8 -1.84* -0.47

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 48411 703 9.36 4.5 4554 621 9.72 4.4 327 83 6.72 4.2 -3.01* -0.68
NORTH CENTRAL 6864 957 9.51 4.4 6371 835 9.87 4.3 493 122 7.05 4.1 -2.82* -0.65
SOUTH 7209 1098 7.60 4.5 6423 892 7.96 4.5 786 205 6.05 4.0 -1.91* -0.43
NEST 3972 521 9.25 4.5 3596 430 9.70 4.4 376 91 7.07 4.2 -2.63* -0.60

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 10099 1486 8.39 4.2 9040 1211 8.74 4.3 1059 274 6.85 3.8 -1.89* -0.45
ACADEMIC 7988 1060 10.83 4.3 7741 996 10.99 4.2 247 64 8.43 4.5 -2.55* -0.60
VOCATIONAL 4394 669 6.76 4.3 3796 525 7.10 4.3 598 143 5.54 4.1 -1.56* -0.36

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4661 641 7.59 4.7 4141 514 8.05 4.7 520 127 5.74 4.4 -2.31* -0.50
SUBURBAN 11206 1538 9.32 4.4 10408 1337 9.66 4.4 798 202 7.05 4.0 -2.60* -0.60
RURAL 7059 1099 8.78 4.5 6395 927 9.17 4.5 664 172 6.66 4.0 -2.51* -0.56

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS ZN THOUSANDS
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Table 6-5
IRT WRITING SCORE

(ON SCALE OF NM SOPHONORE TEST)

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980

SAMP

ALL SOPHOMORES

WTD
MEAN S.D.

SOPHOMORES
NHO STAYED Di SCHOOL

UNTIL SENIOR FOLLONUP

SAMP NTD
N N MEAN S.D.

SOPHOMORES
WHO DROPPED OUT

BEFORE SENIOR FOLLONUP

SAMP NTO
N N MEAN S.D.

DROPOUTS
MINUS
STAYERS

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 22680 3238 8.32 5.1 20736 2747 8.83 5.0 1944 491 5.46 4.9 -3.37* -0.68

SEX:
MALE 11129 1632 7.09 5.2 10145 1370 7.68 5.1 984 262 4.40 4.5 -3.68* -0.73
FEMALE 11551 1607 9.57 4.8 10591 1377 9.97 4.6 960 230 7.13 4.7 -2.84* -0.61

SES:
LOW 5368 765 6.33 4.8 4581 577 6.73 4.8 787 188 5.07 4.5 -1.66* -0.35
MIDDLE 10725 1557 8.51 5.0 9963 1361 8.87 4.8 762 197 4.03 5.1 -2.84* -0.58
HIGH 5676 777 10.60 4.7 5481 721 10.91 4.5 195 56 6.68 5.4 -4.22* -0.94

RACE:
WHITE 16540 2494 9.16 4.9 15344 2158 9.62 4.7 1196 336 6.24 5.0 -3.38* -0.71
BLACK 2829 416 5.06 4.6 2527 337 5.50 4.7 302 78 3.17 3.8 -2.33* -0.51
ASIAN-AMERICAN 283 31 10.12 4.8 267 28 10.33 4.8 16 3 7.97 4.9 -2.35 -0.49
AMERICAN INDIAN 234 33 5.95 4.8 184 24 6.25 4.7 50 9 5.18 5.1 -1.08 -0.22
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1669 141 5.51 4.7 1445 107 5.94 4.8 224 35 4.20 4.1 -1.74* -0.37
PUERTO RICAN 276 34 4.51 4.1 221 24 4.98 4.2 55 10 3.41 3.7 -1.57 -0.38
OTHER HISPANIC 774 80 6.12 5.0 690 63 6.51 4.9 84 16 4.57 4.8 -1.94 -0.39

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 19801 2944 8.09 5.1 17937 2473 8.61 5.0 1864 471 5.38 4.9 -3.24* -0.65
PRIVATE 632 91 10.32 4.8 612 80 10.69 4.7 20 11 7.57 4.4 -3.12 -0.66
CATHOLIC 2247 203 10.69 4.4 2187 194 10.85 4.3 60 9 7.44 3.8 -3.41* -0.79

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4829 695 8.73 5.1 4509 614 9.19 4.9 320 81 5.26 4.7 -3.94* -0.80
NOR7H CENTRAL 6837 954 8.85 5.0 6354 833 9.28 4.8 483 121 5.86 4.9 -3.42* -0.70
SOUTH 7094 1081 7.39 5.2 6321 879 7.92 5.1 773 202 5.11 4.8 -2.81* -0.55
NEST 3920 509 8.74 5.1 3552 421 9.33 4.9 368 88 5.93 5.1 -3.39* -0.69

CURRICUUM:
GENErAL 9995 1470 7.71 4.9 8957 1199 8.12 4.8 1038 270 5.93 4.7 -2.19* -0.46
ACADEIIC 7926 1050 10.91 4.4 7685 988 11.11 4.3 241 63 7.76 5.2 -3.35* -0.77
VOCATIONAL 4329 656 5.89 4.9 3741 516 6.45 4.9 588 140 3.82 4.5 -2.62* -0.54

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4617 634 7.49 5.2 4109 510 8.12 5.1 508 123 4.87 5.0 -3.26* -0.64
SUBURBAN 11075 1514 8.85 5.8 10292 1317 9.29 4.9 783 197 5.91 4.8 -3.38* -0.69
PUPAL 6988 1091 8.07 5.1 6335 920 8.57 5.0 653 171 5.38 4.9 -3.19* -0.64

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANDS
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B. TEST SCORE CHANGES FROM BASE YEAR TO FIRST FOLLOW-UP

1. Gains in Vocabulary Scotes

Tables 6-6 and 6-7 present gains (losses) in vocabulary scores for
school stayers and dropouts. Inspection of the 1980 to 1982 gains shown
in the column labeled "1982-1980 Difference" indicates that the school
stayers made significant gains in vocabulary regardless of their demo-
graphic group membership. While the sample size was considerably smaller
for the dropouts, the larger subpopulations within the dropout population
did show smaller but still significant gains. Not unexpectedly, the
Hispanics suffer the most compared to Whites and Blacks with respect to
the crippling effect on their vocabulary growth of having missed fozmal
schooling. It is not surprising that language development for individuals,
who are more likely to come from limited English-speaking backgrounds,
would be seriously hampered by a lack of formal schooling. The problem
is compounded by the fact that a disproportionately greater number
of Hispanics compared to Whites and Blacks drop out of school before
their senior year. Part of the reduced rate of growth in vocabulary
for Hispanics might reflect the possibility that they are more likely
to drop out earlier in their high school career than either the Blacks
or Whites. The present descriptive tables do not indicate at what point
in time the dropping out took place.

It is interesting to note that for those individuals that stay in
school females show a somewhat greater vocabulary gain (in raw score
points) than males. However, for dropouts it is the other way around.

Among the in-school population, differential gains were found in
favor of high SES compared to low SES and in favor of Whites as compared
to Blacks and Mexican Americans. This latter result is, of course,
seriously confounded with SES. Similarly, Catholic school stayers showed
bigger gains than did their public school counterparts. Members of the
academic curriculum showed larger gains on average than those individuals
in general or vocational. Individuals in the South tended to show some-
what smaller gains.

There is somewhat less differential gain by subpopulations among the
dropouts, although there is a tendency for Hispanics to show less gains
than either Blacks or Whites. When gains are contrasted by curriculum,
individuals who were in the vocational curriculum and subsequently dropped
out were characterized by smaller gains. This result is not at all surp-
rising since these individuals are more likely to be employed in an area
that is less likely to require verbal skills.

One general point about the relative vocabulary gains for stayers
and dropouts should be made here. On the average, stayers gained .6 of
a raw score point more than did dropouts. While this level of diffe-
rential gain is not especially impressive, it is in an area that is
less likely to be influenced by formal schooling than say mathematics,
science, or writing. The fact that almost half of the dropouts remained
through their junior year further attenuates this differential gain.
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Table 6-6

IkT VOCABULARY SCORE
(ON SCALE OF HSB SOPHOMORE TFST)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR MOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
N

1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1900
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 19277 2821404 9.02 5.2 11.17 5.5 5.4 2.2* 0.4

SEK:
MALE 9343 1404362 9.23 5.1 11.24 5.5 5.3 2.0* 0.4
FEMALE 9934 1417042 8.82 5.3 11.11 5.6 5.5 2.3* 0.4

SES:
LOW 4261 509956 6.11 4.7 8.09 5.3 5.0 2.0* 0.4
MIDDLE 9330 1410943 9.04 4.9 11.19 5.1 5.0 2.2* 0.4
HIGH 5054 733716 11.82 4.7 14.15 4.7 4.7 2.3* 0.5

RACE:
WHITE 14218 2213072 10.03 4.9 12.24 5.0 5.0 2.2* 0.4
BLACK 2433 355649 4.50 4.4 6.50 5.2 4.8 1.9* 0.4
ASIAW.AMERICAN 253 30376 9.05 5.9 11.39 6.6 6.2 2.3* 0.4
AMERICAN INDIAN 164 23395 6.30 4.6 8.43 5.5 5.1 2.1* 0.4
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1325 105975 5.55 4.6 7.14 5.2 4.9 1.6* 0.3
PUERTO RICAN 211 24484 5.36 4.6 7.47 5.6 5.2 2.1* 0.4
OTHER HISPANIC 645 64550 7.03 5.0 9.32 5.4 5.2 2.3* 0.4

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 16602 2544737 8.76 5.2 10.87 5.5 5.4 2.1* 0.4
PRIVATE 574 81778 11.82 5.2 14.48 5.1 5.1 2.7* 0.5
CATHOLIC 2101 194889 11.28 4.7 13.79 4.6 4.6 2.5* 0.5

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4262 636625 10.09 5.2 12.35 5.3 5.2 2.3* 0.4
NORTH CENTRAL 5828 647200 9.48 4.9 11.62 5.1 5.0 2.1* 0.4
SOUTH 6008 920234 7.50 5.3 9.53 5.8 5.5 2.0* 0.4
NEST 3179 417345 9.84 5.0 12.11 5.2 5.1 2.3* 0.4

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6242 920557 7.75 4.7 9.81 5.0 4.9 2.1* 0.4
ACADEMIC 8091 1143451 11.65 4.8 14.07 4.8 4.8 2.4* 0.5
VOCATIONAL 4037 742167 6.63 4.6 8.48 5.1 4.9 1.9* 0.4

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3789 516281 8.12 5.4 10.19 5.8 5.6 2.1* 0.4
SUBURBAN 9552 1352100 9.70 5.1 11.93 5.3 5.2 2.2* 0.4
RURAL 5936 953023 8.55 5.1 10.63 5.5 5.3 2.1* 0.4
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Table 6-7

IRT VOCABULARY SCORE
(ON SCALE OF H58 SOPHOMORE TEST)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE WHO DROPPED OUT BY 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO DROPPED OUT

MEAN S.D.

1982 DROPOUTS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 1583 509994 5.60 4.6 7.20 5.3 5.0 1.6* 0.3
SEX:

MALE 784 273307 5.84 4.7 7.67 5.3 5.0 1.8* 0.4FEMALE 799 236687 5.33 4.5 6.66 5.2 4.9 1.3* 0.3
SES:

LOW 661 199149 4.48 3.9 6.04 4.7 4.3 1.6* 0.4MIDDLE 634 208608 6.47 4.6 8.25 5.1 4.9 1.8* 0.4HIGH IN 50797 8.73 5.5 10.53 5.7 5.6 1.8 0.3

RACE:
WHITE 984 356207 6.53 4.6 8.32 5.0 4.8 1.8* 0.4BLACK 258 82501 2.87 3.9 4.15 4.8 4.4 1.1* 0.3ASIAN-AMERICAN 10 am 7.85 4.9 11.15 4.5 5.0 3.3 0.7AMERICAN INDIAN 34 8422 4.89 4.7 5.83 4.9 4.9 0.9 0.2MEXICAN-AMERICAN 178 33403 3.87 3.7 4.50 4.6 4.2 0.6 0.2PUERTO RICAN 47 10996 3.34 3.4 4.02 3.8 3.7 0.7 0.2OTHER HISPANIC 70 15679 4.22 4.1 6.06 5.3 4.8 1.8 0.4

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 1520 489275 5.55 4.7 7.14 5.3 5.0 1.6* 0.3PRIVATE 15 10934 6.34 3.0 8.79 5.2 4.4 2.4 0.6CATHOLIC 48 9784 7.42 3.7 p.m 4.5 4.2 1.0 0.2

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 274 88927 5.90 4.8 7.36 5.3 5.1 1.5* 0.3NORTH CENTRAL 418 130664 5.55 4.4 7.24 5.0 4.7 1.7* 0.4SOUTH 606 202893 4.83 4.4 6.40 5.2 4.8 1.6* 0.3WEST 285 87511 7.17 4.8 8.84 5.3 5.1 1.7* 0.3

CWRICULUM:
GENERAL 849 277569 5.92 4..5 7.63 5.1 4.8 1.7* 0.4ACADEMIC 188 62720 7.60 5.5 9.51 5.7 5.6 1.9* 0.3VOCATIONAL 483 148165 4.40 4.3 5.58 4.9 4.6 1.2* 0.3

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 407 123216 4.88 4.6 6.46 5.5 5.1 1.6* 0.3SUBURBAN 631 203610 6.33 4.7 7.97 5.4 5.1 1.6* 0.3RURAL 545 183167 5.28 4.4 6.84 4.8 4.6 1.6* 0.3
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2. Gains in Reading Scores

Tables 6-8 and 6-9 present the reading gains for school stayers and
dropouts. Similar to vocabulary, the gains overall are of moderate size.
Among the withinschool population, the largest differential gains were
for individuals in the private nonCatholic and Catholic school areas.
As in the case of vocabulary, school stayers in the academic area tended
to show somewhat greater gains in reading. Unlike the vocabulary results,
females showed the same amount of gain as did males. Among the dropouts
there is some indication that males gained more than females. Dropout

individuals in urban and suburban areas tended to show greater reading
gains than those in rural areas. In general, the reading gains are very
similar to the vocabulary gains with school stayers showing about .5 of
a raw score point differential gain over that of the dropouts.

3. Gains in Mathematics Scores

Tables 6-10 and 6-11 present the gain in mathematics for school
stayers and dropouts. While the overall gain in mathematics was on
average two score points for school stayers, there was considerable
variation by subpopulations.The overall gain for dropouts was .4 of a
score point. There was considerable variation in gains (losses) among
both school stayers and the dropouts. Among the school stayers,
individuals in the academic curriculum gained on average 3.3 score
points, while individuals in the vocational curriculum gained only .7
of a score point. Males showed greater gains than females. This
differential gain in favor of males is probably due to sexgrouprelated
preferences with resliect to course selection. High SES school stayers
gained 2.8 score points while middle and low SES school stayers gained
1.9 and 1.3 score points, respectively. School stayers from Catholic
and private nonCatholic schools gained 2.4 and 3.4 score points,
respectively. Individuals in urban and suburban areas gained more than
students in the rural areas. Students from the Northeast gained more
that students from the other sections of the country. The gains in
mathematics for Catholic school stayers (3.2 score points) are
particularly impressive, but one must keep in mind that a comparatively
greater proportion of students in Catholic schools are in the academic
curriculum.

Inspection of the dropout results in Table 6-11 shows that certain
subpopulations (MexicanAmerican and Puerto Rican) show slight losses on
retesting. Although these results are based on relatively small samples,
they are similar to the pattern of differential gains 1.n the vocabulary
area where dropping out of school seemed to have a greater nergtive
impact dn Hispanics than for either Whites or Blacks. Simil, -o school

stayers, there seems to be less growth in mathematics for fe when

compared to males among school dropouts. This finding, witl' pect to
female and male dropouts, has been consistent across all thr chieve
ment areas. It is possible that males are more likely to d7 .ut of

school to take employment, while females are more likely to out

because of pregnancy. AB a result, the males are more like : be in
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TOTAL

Table 6-8

IRT READING SCORE
ION SCALE OF HSB SOPHOMORE TEST)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL Di SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL 1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.

19089 2797057 7.16 4.8

POOLED 1982-1980 EFFECT
MEAN S.D. S.D. DIFFERENCE SIZE

8.54 5.1 4.9 1.4* 0.3
SEX:

MALE 9252 1392446 7.27 4.9 8.66 5.1 5.0 1.4* 0.3FEMALE 9838 1404611 7.06 4.7 8.42 5.0 4.8 1.4* 0.3
SES:

ION 4217 584939 5.03 4.1 6.31 4.5 4.3 1.3* 0.3MIDDLE 9260 1401686 7.11 4.6 8.48 4.9 4.7 1.4* 0.3HIGH 4983 724066 9.34 4.8 10.89 4.8 4.8 1.5* 0.3
RACE:

18H/TE 14071 2192858 7.89 4.7 9.29 4.9 4.8 1.4* 0.3BLACK 2421 355416 4.21 3.9 5.36 4.2 4.1 1.1* 0.3ASIAN-AMERICAN 248 29551 7.52 5.0 9.10 5.0 5.0 1.6* 0.3AMERICAN INDIAN 165 23354 4.95 4.2 6.24 4.9 4.6 1.3 0.3MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1316 104938 4.35 3.9 5.62 4.5 4.2 1.3* 0.3PUERTO RICAN 205 23958 4.45 4.3 5.77 4.5 4.4 1.3 0.3OTHER HISPANIC 635 63800 5.08 4.5 6.86 4.8 4.7 1.8* 0.4
SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 16437 2521757 6.99 4.8 8.33 5.1 4.1 1.3* 0.3PRTVATE 573 81264 8.93 4.9 10.91 4.9 4.9 2.0* 0.4CATHOLIC 2079 194036 8.71 4.4 10.37 4.6 4.5 1.7* 0.4
GEOGRAPHIC REGION:

NORTHEAST 4248 634235 7.73 6.8 9.16 5.0 4.9 1.4* 0.3NORTH CENTRAL 5746 835732 7.58 4.7 8.96 5.0 4.9 1.4* 0.3SOUTH 5954 915656 6.20 4.7 7.53 5.1 4.9 1.3* 0.3WEST 3141 411434 7.60 4.7 8.99 4.9 4.8 1.4* 0.3
CURRICULUM:

GENERAL 6179 912064 5.97 4.2 7.29 4.6 4.4 1.3* 0.3ACADEMIC 8018 1134828 9.50 4.6 11.11 4.7 4.7 1.6* 0.3VOCATIONAL 4785 734937 5.10 4.0 6.20 4.4 4.2 1.1* 0.3
COMMUNITY TYPE:

URBAN 3752 512010 6.58 4.8 7.76 5.1 4.9 1.2* 0.2SUBURBAN 1448 1339098 7.53 4.8 9.04 5.0 4.9 1.5* 0.3RURAL 5889 945949 6.96 4.7 8.26 5.1 4.9 1.3* 0.3
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Table 6-9

IRT READING SCORE
(ON SCALE OF HSB SOPHOMORE TEST)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE NHO DROPPED OUT BY 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO DROPPED OUT

MEAN S.D.

1982 DROPOUTS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 1569 505126 4.28 3.9 5.19 4.3 4.1 0.9* 0.2

SEX:
MALE 774 270419 4.20 3.9 5.35 4.4 4.2 1.1* 0.3

FEMALE 795 234707 4.37 3.9 5.01 4.1 4.0 0.6 0.2

SEW
LON 656 196255 3.57 3.5 4.37 3.7 3.6 0.8* 0.2

MIDDLE 628 207048 4.92 4.0 5.83 4.4 4.2 0.9* 0.2

HIGH 127 50332 6.02 4.5 7.72 4.8 4.7 1.7 0.4

RACE:
WHITE 976 352945 4.79 4.0 5.84 4.4 4.2 1.0* 0.3

BLACK 257 81666 2.82 3.4 3.39 3.5 3.4 0.6 0.2

ASIAN-AMERICAN 9 2097 6.32 3.6 7.71 4.4 4.3 1.4 0.3

AMERICAN INDIAN 34 8422 4.48 4.4 4.64 4.0 4.2 0.2 0.0

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 178 33111 3.21 3.3 4.00 3.7 3.5 0.8 0.2

PUERTO RICAN 46 10892 2.19 2.5 2.94 2.9 2.7 0.8 0.3

OTHER HISPANIC 67 15487 3.53 3.9 4.01 4.5 4.2 0.5
,

.1

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 1507 484422 4.26 3.9 5.14 4.3 4.1 0.9* 0.2

PRIVATE 15 10934 4.25 3.2 6.49 3,9 3.7 2.2 0.6

CATHOLIC 47 9770 5.02 3.2 6.13 3.5 3.4 1.1 0.3

GEOGRAPHIC REG/ON:
NORTHEAST 272 aasoo 4.12 3.9 5.17 4.1 4.0 1.1 0.3

NORTH CENTRAL 415 129732 4.33 3.8 5.10 4.1 4.0 0.8 0.2

SOUTH 595 198365 3.92 3.8 4.70 4.4 4.1 0.8* 0.2

NEST 287 8843T 5.15 4.2 6.45 4.2 4.2 1.3* 0.3

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 843 276215 4.43 3.8 5.37 4.1 3.9 0.9* 0.2

ACADEMIC 187 61883 5.82 4.6 7.03 5.3 5.0 1.2 0.2

VOCATIONAL 477 146420 3.69 3.6 4.24 4.0 3.8 0.5 0.1

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 403 121472 3.78 4.1 5.24 4.5 4.3 1.5* 0.3

SUBURBAN 623 200823 4.61 3.9 5.59 4.3 4.1 1.0* 0.2

RURAL 543 182831 4.24 3.8 4.72 4.1 3.9 0.5 0.1

193



Table 6-10

IRT MATHEMATICS SCORE
ION SCALE OF 1458 SOPHOMORE TEST)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR 1HOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL 1982 SENIORS

HEAN S.D. MEAN
TOTAL 18962 2775799 13.43 9.8 15.43
SEX:

MALE 9199 1382813 13.86 10.3 16.13FEMALE 9763 1392985 13.01 9.2 14.73
SES:

LOW 4185 580124 8.47 8.3 9.74MIDDLE 9193 1389415 13.36 9.3 15.26HIGH 4956 719619 18.41 9.4 21.23

RACE:
WHITE 13978 2178031 15.10 9.5 17.16BLACK 2403 351732 6.04 7.2 7.91ASIAN-AMERICAN 246 29212 17.94 10.4 20.88AMERICAN INDIAN 164 23156 8.17 8.3 9.25MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1290 102661 7.59 7.9 8.67PUERTO RICAN 207 24181 6.02 7.3 7.65OTHER HISPANIC 648 63888 9.56 9.1 11.49

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 16303 2500374 12.99 9.8 14.87PRIVATE 574 81483 18.55 10.0 20.91CATHOLIC 2085 193942 17.07 8.6 20.32

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4216 631346 14.94 9.9 17.49NORTH CENTRAL 9702 nun 14.92 9.6 16.73SOUTH 5927 909166 10.60 9.2 12.41WEST 3117 407035 14.42 9.8 16.32

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL
ACADEMIC

6137
7983

905107
1128625

10.55
18.70

8.4
9.2 :1:9;VOCATIONAL 4739 727438 8.99 8.2 0.69

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3741 508274 11.54 9.6 13.60SUBURBAN 9351 1325267 14.69 9.8 16.96RURAL 5870 942258 12.70 9.6 14.25

2 0

POOLED 1982-1980 EFFEC1
S.D. S.D. DIFFERENCE SIZE

10.8

11.3
10.2

9.2
10.3
10.0

10.5
8.5

11.2
9.3
9.1
8.7

10.1

10.8
10.8
9.3

11.0
10.5
10.4
10.6

9.:
8.8

10.8
10.8
10.5

10.3 2.0* 0.2

10.8 2.3* 0.2
9.7 1.7* 0.2

8.8 1.3* 0.1
9.8 1.9* 0.2
9.7 2.8* 0.3

10.0 2.1* 0.2
7.9 1.9* 0.2
Ica 2.9 0.3
8.8 1.1 0.1
8.5 1.1 0.1
8.1 1.6 0.2
9.6 1.94 0.2

10.3 1.9* 0.2
10.4 2.4* 0.2
9.0 3.2* 0.4

10.5 2.5* 0.2
10.1 1.8* 0.2
9.8 1.8* 0.2

10.2 1.9* 0.2

8.9 1.4* 0.2
9.4 3.3* 0.3
8.5 0.7* 0.1

10.2 2.1* 0.2
10.3 2.3* 0.2
10.1 1.6* 0.2



Tab le 6- 11

IRT MATHEMATICS SCORE
(ON SCALE OF HSB SOPHOMORE TEST)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE WHO DROPPED OUT BY 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO DROPPED OUT

MEAN S.D.

1982 DROPOUTS

MEAN S.D.
PDOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 1547 499267 5.88 7.1 6.31 7.5 7.3 0.4 0.1

SEX:
MALE 756 264176 5.91 7.4 6.67 7.8 7.6 0.8 0.1

FEMALE 791 235091 5.84 6.8 5.92 7.1 7.0 0.1 0.0

SES:
LON 648 195408 4.51 5.7 5.08 6.5 6.1 0.6 0.1

MIDDLE 619 204227 6.67 7.5 7.18 7.6 7.5 0.5 0.1

HIGH 125 48701 10.72 9.0 11.52 9.2 9.1 0.8 0.1

RACE:
WHITE 963 349012 6.99 7.4 7.58 7.7 7.6 0.6 0.1

BLACK 254 81009 R.15 4.8 2.55 5.5 5.2 0.4 0.1
ASIAN-AMERICAN 10 2280 13.89 8.1 14.04 10.1 9.7 0.1 0.0

AMERICAN INDIAN 34 8422 4.93 7.0 4.91 7.. 7.3 -0.0 -0.0
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 175 32974 3.54 5.1 3.33 4. 5.0 -0.2 -0.0

PUERTO RICAN 44 9770 4.61 4.5 1.56 4.9 4.7 -3.0 -0.6

OTHER HISPANIC 65 15293 5.53 6.5 6.63 7.7 7.2 1.1 0.2

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 1487 478848 5.73 7.1 6.19 7.4 7.3 0.5 0.1

PRIVATE 15 10934 9.97 8.5 9.46 8.4 8.7 -0.5 -0.1

CATHOLIC 45 9484 8.87 6.3 8.86 8.1 7.3 -0.0 -0.0

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 267 87513 5.76 7.0 6.01 7.1 7.0 0.2 0.0

NORTH CENTRAL 415 129826 6.33 7.5 6.77 7.5 7.5 0.4 0.1

SOUTH sal 193841 4.97 6.4 5.38 7.3 6.9 0.4 0.1

WEST 284 88086 7.36 7.8 8.00 7.9 7.9 0.6 0.1

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 836 274582 6.00 6.8 6.50 7.2 7.0 0.5 0.1
ACADEMIC las 61835 9.27 8.8 10.07 9.3 9.1 0.8 0.1

VOCATIONAL 465 142619 4.45 6.6 4.72 6.7 6.7 0.3 0.0

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 400 121724 5.84 7.4 6.07 8.0 7.7 0.2 0.0

SUBURBAN 611 198387 6.45 7.4 7.07 7.9 7.7 0.6 0.1

RURAL 536 179156 5.28 6.5 5.64 6.6 6.6 0.4 0.1
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an environment that may help develop their skills in vocabulary, reading
and mathematics.

4. Gains in Science Scores

Tables 6-12 and 6-13 present science score gains for school stayers
and dropouts. For those individuals who remain in school, there are
slight gains (in terms of raw score points) with little in the way of
differential gains. That is, with the exception of the Puerto Rican
and Asian-American subgroups, there is very little variation in the
amount of gains. If the science test were sensitive to curriculum choice,
one might expect: (1) differential gains by subgroups which traditionally
take more science courses, e.g., individuals in the academic curriculum,
and (2) an increase in variability in test score variance as one goes
from the sophomore to the senior year. There is very little evidence
for the former and none for the latter. Compared to the mathematics
tests which demonstrated both differential gains across in-school ub-
populations as well as increases in variability, the scieuce teat shows
little indication at this point of being sensitive to formal course work.

Inspection of the science gains for the dropouts suggests that males
and high SES individuals show greater science gains than their counter -
parts who remain in school.

5. Gains in Writing Scores

Tables 6-14 and 6-15 present gains for the writing tests for
in-school and dropout populations, respectively. Similar to the science
test, there is very little differential gain among the in-school
population with the exception of some of the Hispanic groups which
showed proportionately greater gains. Also similar to the science test
results, the test score variance does not increase as one goes from the
sophomore to the senior year. As in the case of the science test, the
writing test does not appear to be sensitive to curriculum choices as
indicated by equal raw score gains for all three curricula.

Inspection of the dropout results in Table 6-15 shows raw score
gains of just slightly less magnitude than those found for the in-school
population.

It is interesting to note that while males who drop out gain more
than females, their pretest scores are considerably lower than those of
the females. It nay be that the male dropouts' inability to write at an
acceptable level may have been a significant factor in their leaving
school. It would appear that both the science and writing tests are for
the most part tapping content and skills that are likely to be taught in
the first two years in high school.

In the above discussion of test score changes for stayers and drop-
outs, the interpretations for the most part relied primarily on changes
in raw score points. The use of effect size where effect size is the

2 2



Table 6-12

IRT SCIENCE SCORE
(ON SCALE OF HSB SOPHOMORE TEST)

LONBIYUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 18593 2722726 9.27 4.5 10.23 4.6 4.5 1.0* 0.2

SEX:
MALE 9041 1356667 9.94 4.6 10.95 4.6 4.6 1.0* 0.2

FEMALE 9552 1366059 8.60 4.3 9.51 4.4 4.3 0.9* 0.2

SES:
LON 4092 568560 7.03 4.3 7.90 4.4 4.3 0.9* 0.2

MIDDLE 9019 1364841 9.36 4.2 10.36 4.3 4.2 1.0* 0.2

HIGH 4874 705565 11.34 4.1 12.28 4.0 4.1 0.9* 0.2

RACE:
WHITE 13754 2141720 10.17 4.1 11.12 4.2 4.2 0.9* 0.2

BLACK 2317 341132 5.20 3.9 6.10 4.0 3.9 0.9* 0.2

ASIAN-AMERICAN 238 mows 9.36 4.3 11.05 4.6 4.5 1.7* 0.4

AMERICAN INDIAN 163 22982 7.11 4.7 7.95 4.8 4.8 0.8 0.2

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1270 100960 6.36 4.1 7.29 4.4 4.2 0.9* 0.2

PUERTO RICAN 195 22760 5.75 4.3 7.31 4.9 4.6 1.6* 0.3

OTHER HISPANIC 629 62112 7.47 4.5 8.52 4.5 4.5 1.1* 0.2

SCHOOL TYPE:
*PUBLIC 15953 2451448 9.14 4.5 10.08 4.6 4.6 0.9* 0.2

PRIVATE 560 77867 11.05 4.1 11.84 4.2 4.2 0.8 0.2

CATHOLIC 2080 193410 10.24 3.9 11.41 3.9 3.9 1.2* 0.3

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4080 610295 9.81 4.4 10.78 4.3 4.4 1.0* 0.2

NORTH CENTRAL 5644 820188 10.02 4.3 10.97 4.3 4.3 1.0* 0.2

SOUTH 5823 895443 7.99 4.5 8.88 4.7 4.6 0.9* 0.2

NEST 3046 396800 9.81 4.3 10.88 4.4 4.3 1.1* 0.2

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6017 887599 8.37 4.2 9.28 4.3 4.2 0.9* 0.2

ACADEMIC 7866 1110308 11.17 4.1 12.25 4.1 4.1 1.1* 0.3

VOCATIONAL 4605 710011 7.49 4.3 8.31 4.4 4.3 0.8* 0.2

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3634 496406 8.13 4.6 9.10 4.7 4.7 1.0* 0.2

SUBURBAN 9144 1292675 9.77 4.3 10.78 4.4 4.4 1.0* 0.2

RURAL 5815 933645 9.20 4.5 10.06 4.6 4.5 0.9* 0.2

203



Table 6-13

IRT SCIENCE SCORE
(ON SCALE OF HS8 SOPHOHORE TEST)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE WHO DROPPED OUT BY 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO DROPPED OUT

MEAN S.D.

1982 DROPOUTS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 1518 489342 6.51 4.1 7.15 4.3 4.2 0.6* 0.2

SEX:
MALE 749 260396 6.80 4.3 7.88 4.5 4.4 1.1* 0.2FEMALE 769 228945 6.18 3.8 6.32 4.0 3.9 0.1 0.0

SEW
LOW 634 191069 6.00 3.7 6.40 4.0 3.8 0.4 0.1MIDDLE 609 199944 7.09 4.2 7.68 4.2 4.2 0.6 0.1HIGH 124 48811 8.26 4.8 10.44 4.4 4.6 2.2* 0.5

RACE:
WHITE 953 343514 7.43 4.0 8.02 4.2 4.1 0.6 0.1BLACK 249 78974 3.70 3.2 4.36 3.8 3.5 0.7 0.2ASIAN-AMERICAN 10 2280 8.72 3.2 8.44 3.8 3.7 -0.3 -0.1AMERICAN INDIAN 34 8422 5.90 5.4 7.57 4.7 5.1 1.7 0.3MEXICAN-AMERICAN 172 32563 4.65 3.3 5.34 3.7 3.5 0.7 0.2PUERTO RICAN 42 9624 3.47 2.9 5.04 3.0 3.0 1.6 0.5OTHER HISPANIC 56 13460 6.06 4.0 6.83 4.3 4.2 0.9 0.2

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 1459 468952 6.45 4.1 7.11 4.3 4.2 0.7* 0.2PRIVATE 15 10934 7.27 4.8 7.92 4.1 4.6 0.7 0.1CATHOLIC 44 9455 8.57 2.8 8.15 3.7 3.4 -0.4 -0.1

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 258 83996 6.61 4.2 7.02 4.2 4.2 0.4 0.1gORTH CENTRAL 408 127964 6.93 4.0 7.69 4.3 4.2 0.8 0.2SOUTH 574 193852 6.02 4.1 6.43 4.3 4.2 0.4 0.1WEST 278 83530 6.93 4.2 8.13 4.1 4.2 1.2* 0.3

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 822 272435 6.83 IA 7.34 4.0 3.9 0.5 0.1ACADEMIC 179 58115 7.87 4.5 8.76 4.6 4.6 0.9 0.2VOCATIONAL 457 138808 5.65 4.2 6.31 4.5 4.4 0.7 0.2

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 387 118667 5.73 4.3 6.48 4.6 4.5 0.7 0.2SUBURBAN 594 190800 6.93 4.1 7.57 4.4 4.2 0.6 0.2RURAL 537 179875 6.58 3.9 7.15 4.0 4.0 0.6 0.1

2 04



Table 6-14

IRT WRITING SCORE
ION SCALE OF HS8 SOPHOMORE TESTI
MODIMIOwm.m....MOmftmommWINVOMEMIMOmmle.m

LONGITUDINAL COMPARIWS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982
MOlimUOMPftm.P.mWMOWommoimmio.miMmmmw.m.mmaiM.

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED lN SCHOOL 1982 SENIORS
IMOmmONIONDIMMO.M..wwwm ...mm...omM.

MEAN S.D. MAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 10266 2667980 8.92 5.0 10.61 4.9 4.9 1.7* 0.5

SEX'
MALE 8097 1331697 7.78 5.0 9.41 5.2 8.1 1.6* 0.5

FEMALE 9369 1336283 10.06 4.6 11.79 4.3 4.4 1.7* 0.4

SIP
LON 4009 555186 6.82 4.8 8.57 5.0 4.9 1.7* 0.4

MIDDLE 8064 1337942 8.96 4.8 10.64 4.8 4.8 1.7* 0.4

NISH 4803 693310 10.99 4.4 12.62 4.1 4.3 1.6* 0.4

RACES
WHITE 13553 2106181 9.69 4.7 11.33 4.6 4.7 1.6* 0.4

BLACK 2236 327785 5.58 4.6 7.36 4.8 4.7 1.8* 0.4

ASIAN-AMERICAN 231 26626 10.33 4.7 12.03 4.5 4.6 1.7* 0.4

AMERICAN INDIAN 160 22631 6.41 4.6 8.08 5.1 4.9 1.7 0.5

MEHICAN-AMERICAN 1257 99614 6.08 4.8 7.86 4.9 4.8 1.8* 0.4

PUERTO RICAN 190 22190 5.08 4.3 8.10 4.7 4.5 3.0* 0.7

OTHER HISPANIC 612 60043 6.63 4.8 8.66 5.0 4.9 2.0* 0.4

SCHOOL TYPE'
PUBLIC 15634 2397600 8.71 5.0 10.39 4.9 5.0 1.7* 0.5

PRIVATE 556 77146 10.57 4.7 12.37 4.6 4.6 1.84 0.4

CATHOLIC 2076 193235 10.89 4.3 12.63 3.9 4.1 1.7* 0.4

*GEOGRAPHIC REGION'
NORTHEAST 4009 599550 9.28 4.9 11.09 4.7 4.8 1.8* 0.4

NORTH CENTRAL 5597 812764 9.42 4.8 11.02 4.8 4.8 1.6* 0.3

SOUTH 5687 874533 7.98 5.1 9.61 5.1 5.1 1.6* 0.5

NEST 2973 381133 9.47 4.6 11.24 4.6 4.7 1.8* 0.4

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 5906 869435 7.73 4.7 9.44 4.8 4.8 1.7* 0.4

ACADEMIC 7753 1091960 11.21 4.3 12.87 3.9 4.1 1.7* 0.4

VOCATIONAL 4505 692132 6.89 4.8 8.58 5.0 4.9 1.7* 0.3

COMMUNITY TYPE'
URBAN 3554 686562 8.21 5.0 9.95 5.0 5.0 1.7* 0.4

SUBURBAN 8977 1261399 9.42 4.8 11.11 4.7 4.8 1.7* 0.4

RURAL 5735 922239 8.61 5.0 10.26 5.0 5.0 1.6* 0.3
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Table 6-15

/RT WRITING SCORE
(ON SCALE OF HSB SOPHOMORE TEST)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE WHO DROPPED OUT BY 1982

SAMDLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO DROPPED OUT

MEAN S.D.

1982 DROPOUTS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 1474 473648 5.41 4.8 6.71 4.8 4.8 1.3* 0.3
SEX:

MALE 723 249834 3.91 4.5 5.64 4.6 4.5 1.7* 0.4FEMALE 751 223814 7.08 4.7 7.90 4.8 4.8 0.8* 0.2

SES:
LON 617 185460 5.06 4.4 6.17 4.5 4.5 1.1* 0.2MIDDLE 594 194999 6.11 5.1 7.51 4.9 5.0 1.4* 0.3HIGH 120 45653 6.65 5.4 8.66 5.0 5.2 2.0 0.4

RACE:
WHITE 921 330946 6.13 4.9 7.56 4.7 4.8 1.4* 0.3BLACK 239 76775 3.13 3.7 4.19 4.5 4.1 1.1 0.3ASIAN-AMERICAN 10 2280 8.67 4.4 9.63 4.1 4.5 1.0 0.2AMERICAN INDIAN 34 8422 4.82 5.1 5.12 4.9 5.1 0.3 0.1MEXICAN-AMERICAN 170 32053 4.45 4.2 5.47 3.8 4.0 1.0 0.3PUERTO RICAN 43 9548 3.07 3.7 4.14 3.2 3.5 1.1 0.3OTHER HISPANIC 55 13118 4.52 5.0 5.62 5.6 5.4 1.1 0.2

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 1415 453259 5.34 4.8 6.59 4.8 4.8 1.2* 0.3PRIVATE 15 10934 6.66 4.5 9.77 5.4 5.1 3.1 0.6CATHOLIC 44 9455 7.11 3.8 9.02 4.5 4.2 1.9 0.5

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 252 82183 4.96 4.6 6.49 4.9 4.7 1.5* 0.3NORTH CENTRAL 394 124764 5.73 4.9 6.81 4.6 4.7 1.1 0.2SOUTH 558 186682 5.26 4.8 6.34 5.0 4.9 1.1* 0.2WEST 270 80019 5.73 5.1 7.63 4.8 5.0 1.9* 0.4

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 797 264519 5.86 4.8 7.21 4.6 4.7 1.3* 0.3ACADEMIC 173 56008 7.52 5.2 8.70 5.6 5.4 1.2 0.2VOCATIONAL 444 133139 3.91 4.4 5.10 4.6 4.5 1.2* 0.3

TY TYPE:
URBAN 380 115368 4.97 5.0 6.25 5.0 5.0 1.3* 0.3SUBURBAN 575 182312 5.72 4.8 7.27 4.9 4.9 1.5* 0.3RURAL 519 175969 5.37 4.8 6.44 4.6 4.7 1.1* 0.2

206
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difference between the 1980 and 1982 means divided by the 1980 standard
deviation can be misleading when one wishes to compare relative gains
across the various tests. Similarly, it can also be misleading when
comparing two groups when the standard deviations are systematically
different for the groups. Tests that have relatively large standard
deviations are likely to be the ones that are most sensitive to
variations between students with respect to the amount of their
exposure to courses relevant to any given tested area.

In general, it would be expected that if two tests were of equal
length and reliabilities, and one shows greater variability, then one
could expect that test was more sensitive to variations in the edu-
cational treatments within that particular population. Similarly, when
comparing two populations, one of which receives additional formal
educational treatment (school stayers) and a second group which receives
no additional formal schooling, one would expect the standard deviations
of the gains to be systematically different for the two groups. Indeed,

the standard deviations of the gains for the dropouts are consistently
smaller than those for the stayers across all tested areas.

A reasonably dimensionless index of variation that can be used to
compare tests of varying lengths with respect to their potential sensi-
tivity to change as a consequence of differing "treatments" is the
coefficient of variation (CV). The coefficient of variation can be
expressed as a percentage based on the ratio of the standard deviation
to the mean. The coefficients of variation for the tests are shown below
for the within-school panel population for the sophomore and senior
years.

Tests

Sophomores Seniors

VOCABULARY 57.6% 49.2%

READING 67.0% 59.7%

MATHEMATICS 3.0% 70.0%

SCIENCE 48.5% 45.0%

WRITING 56.0% 46.2%

Inspection of the above CV's suggests that the science test may be
the least sensitive with respect to the impact of differential exposure
to course work. As indicated in the previous discussion, the science
test demonstrated little in the way of differential gains. This
flatness in gains was particularly notable across curricula. Conversely,
it was found that mathematics gains varied considerably by curriculum
choice. This result is of course consistent with the CV associated with
the mathematics test. A comparatively large decrease in the CV going

207
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from the sophomore to the senior year suggests that the educational
treatment may be targeting a particular segment of the population.
For example, if one were to systematically target the lower achieving
students, then the CV's would become smaller.

In summary, students who became dropouts gained only about one-
fifth of the mathematics knowledge gained by students who remained in
high school. In the other tested areas, dropouts gained approximately
three-quarters as much as stayers.

C. CHANGES IN SCHOOL GRADES

Table 6-16 presents a comparison of grades from sophomores who re-
mained in school with sophomores who dropped out. These self-reported
grades reflect their high school grades through the spring of their
sophomore year. The numeric coding for the grading scale is as follows:

Mostly A's = 8

half A's = 7

mostly B's = 6

half B's = 5

mostly C's = 4

half C's = 3

mostly D's = 2

mostly below D's = 1

Table 6-16 indicates that the typical sophomores who remain in
school reported grade averages in the neighborhood of a B-. Sophomores
who dropped out reported grades in the "mostly C" area. Clearly there
is both a significant as well as a practical difference between school
performances of those sophomores who stayed in school and those sophomores
who dropped out. It is interesting to note that the average dropout
does report passing the majority of his or her courses wit...h C's. One,
however, should keep in mind that there is a tendency for self-reported
grades to be biasea upwards (Fetters, et al., 1984).

When grades for dropouts and stayers are further class:f4.ed by SES,
it would appear that the higher the SES, the greater the differential
between grades when comparing dropouts and stayers. This would suggest
that high SES students are more likely to remain in school until their
performance relative to their SES reference group becomes somewhat more
disparate than for example the middle and lower SES groups. Conversely,
the lower SES individual is more likely to drop out if his or her reported
grades are only about one-half a grade level below the school stayers.

208



Tab le 6- 1 6

WHICH OF THE FOLLOWING BEST DESCRIBES YOUR GRADES SO FAR IN HIGH SCHOOL?
(MOSTLY BELOW D; 8=MOSTLY A'S)

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980

SAMP
N

ALL SOPHOMORES

WTD
N MEAN S.D.

SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

UNTIL SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP NTO
N N MEAN S.D.

SOPHOMORES
WHO DROPPED OUT

BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP NTO
N N MEAN S.D.

DROPOUTS
MINUS
STAYERS

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 24988 3281 5.32 1.6 22630 2780 5.54 1.5 2358 502 4.10 1.6 -1.44* -0.93

SEX:
MALE 12382 1655 5.08 1.6 11159 1387 5.31 1.6 1223 268 3.87 1.5 -1.44* -0.92

FEMALE 12606 1626 5.57 1.6 11471 1393 5.77 1.5 1135 234 4.36 1.6 -1.41* -0.94

SES:
LOW 6076 780 4.82 1.6 5118 590 5.09 1.5 958 190 4.00 1.5 -1.09* -0.71

MIDDLE 11756 1578 5.33 1.6 10834 1376 5.51 1.5 922 203 4.16 1.5 -1.35* -0.90

HIGH 6122 784 5.93 1.6 5884 725 6.06 1.5 236 59 4.34 1.8 -1.72* -1.17

RACE:
WHITE 17805 2509 5.44 1.6 16417 2169 5.66 1.5 1388 340 4.07 1.6 -1.59* 1..03

BLACK 3370 429 4.91 1.5 2960 348 5.06 1.4 410 80 4.27 1.4 -0.79* -0.55

ASIAN-AMERICAN 325 34 6.16 1.5 308 32 6.23 1.5 17 P 5.23 1.3 -1.00 -0.67

AMERICAN INDIAN 255 33 4.74 1.7 199 24 5.05 1.6 56 9 3.93 1.7 -1.12* -0.68

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1901 144 4.74 1.6 1624 108 5.01 1.5 277 36 3.91 1.5 -1.10* -0.74

PUERTO RICAN 330 36 4.70 1.5 260 25 4.92 1.5 70 11 4.22 1.4 -0.70 -0.46

OTHER HISPANIC 909 85 4.96 1.5 791 67 5.17 1.5 118 18 4.18 1.5 -0.99* -.0.67

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 21917 Me 5.27 1.6 19653 2508 5.50 1.6 2264 4e0 4.08 1.6 -1.43* -0.92

PRIVATE 715 92 5.68 1.4 685 78 5.81 1.4 30 14 4.98 1.5 -0.85 -0.61

CATHOLIC 2356 202 GAS 1.5 2292 194 5.93 1.4 64 8 4.05 1.7 -1.87* -1.31

GEOGRAPHIC REG/ON:
NORTHEAST 5385 715 5.47 1.6 4998 633 5.66 1.5 387 83 4.00 1.6 -1.66* -1.10

NORTH CENTRAL 7271 939 5.22 1.7 6695 819 5.43 1.6 576 120 3.83 1.6 -1.60* -1.02

SOUTH 7948 1093 5.29 1.6 7001 889 5.52 1.6 947 204 4.31 1.6 -1.21* -0.77

REST 4384 534 5.35 1.6 3936 439 5.62 1.5 448 96 4.08 1.5 -1.55* -1.03

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 10994 1478 5.02 1.6 9740 1208 5.24 1.5 1254 271 4.01 1.5 -1.23* -0.82

ACADEMIC 8547 1050 6.12 1.4 8264 988 6.20 1.4 283 62 4.85 1.6 -1.35* -0.97

VOCATIONAL 4956 689 4.83 1.5 4228 538 5.05 1.5 728 151 4.02 1.5 -1.03* -0.70

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 5358 667 5.10 1.7 4671 528 5.38 1.5 687 139 4.04 1.6 -1.33* -0.86

SUBURBAN 12280 1561 5.38 1.6 11315 1354 5.57 1.5 965 207 4.09 1.5 -1.48* -0.98

RURAL 7350 1053 5.37 1.7 6644 898 5.58 1.6 706 156 4.16 1.6 -1.42* -0.98

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANDS
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These results may reflect the fact that the low SES, low achieving
individual may be much more susceptible to having financial pressures
dictate their decisions to stay or not to stay in school compared to the
high SES individual. A similar pattern and interpretation may hold for
the Black-White contrast. The grades also show somewhat greater
variability for the high SES student. This suggests that compared to
other SES groups, a greater proportion of the high SES individuals may
be dropping out for reasons independent of their level of school
achievement.

As in the case of school stayers, female dropouts tend to have
higher grades than their counterpart male dropouts. The grade
disparities between female stayers and female dropouts is almost identical
to the equivalent comparison for males. That is, in the case of males
and females as well as most other subclassifications, the dropouts' mean
grade is about one full standard deviation below that'of the mean grade
for school stayers. This suggests that the typical dtopout can be placed
at about the 16th percentile of the distribution of school stayers with
respect to grades.

It should be kept in mind that test score means for stayers and
dropouts tended to differ in the range of about only a half to three-
fourths of a standard deviation. Thus, stayers and dropouts show somewhat
greater differences with respect to their school performance as measured
by grades than they do when tested basic skills are contrasted. Not
unexpectedly, it would appear that school performance and persistence can
only be partially explained by disparities in basic skills.

Table 6-17 presents the change in average self-reported grades as
one goes from the sophomore to the senior year in school. Not
unexpectedly, there is a slight increase in the average grades. This
increase is relatively consistent across all demographic groupings.

D. CHANGES IN LIFT SKILL OUTCOMES

This section presents cross-sectional and longitudinal outcome
variables having to do with the student's self-perception of his/her
abilities, skills, and knowledge with respect to making everyday decisions
in the areas of employment and schooling. Tables 6-18 to 6-22 present
cross-sectional comparisons between school stayers and dropouts when
they were members of the sophomore cohort. Tables 6-23 to 6-30 present
longitudinal comparisons of changes in these skills from 1980 to 1982
separately for the in school people and for the dropouts. Certain
longitudinal life skill questions were not appropriate for the dropouts,
so there is not always parallel longitudinal tables for both stayers
and dropouts.

Table 6-18 contrasts sophomore stayers and dropouts with respect to
their self-reported ability to "apply for an office job in a big company."
Overall, the dropouts perceived themselves as being more knowledgeable



Table 6-17

WHICH OF THE FOLLOWING BEST DESCRIBES YOUR GRADES SO FAR IN HIGH SCHOOL?
(1=M0STLY BELOW Di 8=MOSTLY A'S)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 21715 2783482 5.55 1.5 5.69 1.4 1.5 0.1* 0.1

SEX:
MALE 10634 1387346 5.32 1.6 5.43 1.4 1.5 0.1* 0.1
FEMALE 11081 1396135 5.78 1.5 5.95 1.4 1.4 0.2* 0.1

SES:
LOW 4894 587822 5.11 1.5 5.32 1.4 1.5 0.2* 0.1
MIDDLE 10442 1385461 5.52 1.5 5.66 1.4 1.5 0.1* 0.1
HIGH 5644 724534 6.07 1.5 6.13 1.4 1.4 0.1 0.0

RACE:
WHITE 15817 2177022 5.67 1.5 5.81 1.4 1.5 0.1* 0.1

BLACK 2815 348084 5.07 1.4 5.21 1.3 1.4 0.1* 0.1
ASIAN-AMERICAN 297 32369 6.20 1.5 6.07 1.5 1.5 0.1 -0.1
AMERICAN INDIAN 191 24325 5.10 1.6 5.28 1.5 1.6 0.2 0.1
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1555 107257 5.04 1.5 5.13 1.4 1.4 0.1 0.1

PUERTO RICAN 244 24022 4.95 1.5 4.98 1.3 1.4 0.0 0.0
OTHER HISPANIC 762 66924 5.18 1.5 5.32 1.4 1.4 0.1 0.1

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 18815 2510236 5.52 1.5 5.65 1.5 1.5 0.1* 0.1
PRIVATE 665 78786 5.81 1.4 6.03 1.2 1.3 0.2 0.2
CATHOLIC 2235 194459 5.92 1.4 6.08 1.3 1.4 0.2* 0.1

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4797 632665 5.67 1.5 5.83 1.4 1.4 0.2* 0.1
NORTH CENTRAL 6443 824803 5.44 1.6 5.59 1.5 1.5 0.2* 0.1
SOUTH 6742 893399 5.53 1.6 5.69 1.4 1.5 0.2* 0.1
WEST 3733 432615 5.64 1.5 5.68 1.4 1.5 0.0 0.0

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 7107 914495 5.07 1.5 5.20 1.4 1.4 0.1* 0.1
ACADEMIC 8928 1111935 6.28 1.4 6.34 1.3 1.3 0.1 0.0
VOCATIONAL 5559 742254 5.06 1.4 5.33 1.3 1.4 0.3* 0.2

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4455 525373 5.39 1.5 5.48 1.5 1.5 0.1 0.1
SUBURBAN 10818 1351043 5.59 1.5 5.69 1.4 1.5 0.1* 0.1
RURAL 6442 907066 5.60 1.6 5.81 1.5 1.5 0.2* 0.1
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Table 6-18

DO YOU KNOW HOW TO APPLY FOR AN OFFICE JOB IN A BIO COMPANY?
11=1101 3=YES1

ALL SOPHOMORES

ALL SOPHOM3RES-1980

SOPHOMORES SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL WHO DROPPED OUT
UNTIL SENIOR FOLLONUP BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP
14

NTD
14 MEAN S.D.

SAMP
14

NTD
14 MEAN S.D.

SAMP
N

NTO
H MEAN S.D.

DROPOUTS
MINUS
STAYERS

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 24452 3210 2.17 0.7 22217 2732 2.15 0.7 2235 479 2.28 0.7 0.13* 0.19

SEX:
MALE 11995 1603 2.25 0.7 10858 1351 2.23 0.7 1137 252 2.35 0.7 0.13* 0.18FEMALE 12457 1607 2.09 0.7 11359 1380 2.08 0.7 1098 227 2.21 0.7 0.13* 0.19

SES:
LOW 5936 761 2.09 0.7 5009 577 2.06 Oa 927 184 2.18 0.7 0.12* 0.17MIDDLE 11578 1558 2.18 0.7 10691 1360 2.16 0.7 887 198 2.32 0.7 0.16* 0.23HIGH 6082 780 2.23 0.7 5845 721 2.21 0.7 237 60 2.56 0.6 0.36* 0.52

RACE:
WHITE 17569 2478 2.15 0.7 16228 2145 2.13 0.7 1341 333 2.26 0.7 0.13* 0.19BLACK 3194 404 2.29 0.7 2825 332 2.26 0.7 369 72 2.43 0.6 0.17* 0.25ASIAN-AMERICAN 323 34 2.13 0.7 305 31 2.12 0.7 18 2 2.29 0.8 0.17 0.26AMERICAN INDIAN 246 32 2.14 0.7 192 23 2.15 0.7 54 9 2.10 0.8 0.06 -0.08MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1832 137 2.17 0.7 1570 104 2.15 0.7 262 33 2.23 0.7 0.08 0.11PUERTO RICAN 320 34 2.15 0.7 256 24 2.11 0.7 64 10 2.23 0.7 0.12 0.17OTHER HISPANIC 889 82 2.20 0.7 778 65 2.18 0.7 111 17 2.23 0.6 0.06 0.09

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 21410 2918 2.18 0.7 19263 2460 2.16 0.7 2147 458 2.29 0.7 0.13* 0.19PRIVATE 711 91 2.16 0.7 682 77 2.14 0.7 29 13 2.22 0.8 0.07 0.10CATHOLIC 2331 201 2.09 0.7 2272 194 2.09 0.7 59 7 2.23 0.7 0.14 0.20

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5332 706 2.13 0.7 4951 626 2.11 0.7 381 80 2.31 0.7 0.21* 0.30NORTH CENTRAL 7053 913 2.13 0.7 6525 800 2.12 0.7 528 113 2.22 0.7 0.10 0.15SOUTH 7755 1063 2.19 0.7 6856 871 2.17 0.7 899 192 2.29 0.7 G.13* 0.19WEST 4312 527 2.26 0.7 3885 434 2.24 0.7 427 93 2.31 0.7 0.07 0.10

CURRICULUM:
EENERAL 10779 1449 2.15 0.7 9575 1188, 2.13 0.7 1204 261 2.24 0.7 0.12* 0.17ACADIMIC 8462 1042 2.19 0.7 8187 580 2.17 0.7 275 62 2.49 0.6 0.32* 0.46VOCATIONAL 4743 659 2.20 0.7 4077 520 2.17 0.7 668 139 2.28 0.7 0.10 0.15

COMPINITY TYPE:
URBAN 5148 639 2.22 0.7 4514 510 2.19 0.7 634 129 2.32 0.7 0.13* 0.19SUBURBAN 12073 1534 2.19 0.7 11158 1336 2.17 0.7 915 199 2.32 0.7 0.15* 0.22RURAL 7231 1036 2.12 0.7 6545 885 2.10 0.7 888 151 2.21 0.7 0.11 0.15

NOTES WEIGHTED N IS IN INOUSANDS
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in this employment-seeking skill than were the school stayers. This self-
perception in favor of the dropouts was consistent across all clasei-
fication variables. This finding of a differential in favor of dropouts
was more extreme for high SES and/or academic program dropouts. This
increased confidence level reported by the high SES dropout probably
arises from their having a greater likelihood of coming from an environ-
ment that is characterized by successful employment role models. It is
interesting to note that females have somewhat less confidence than males
with respect to applying for a job. Black dropouts report being more
knowledgeable than White dropouts. This may reflect the availability
of job training and counseling programs for minority youth.

Table 6-19 asks the sophomores if they know "how to choose a school
program which will help them in college." Not surprisingly, the school
stayers are more likely to report that they do know how to choose a
school program which will help them in college.

Table 6-20 asks about their knowledge in the area of "applying to a
college for admission." There is little difference between stayers and
dropouts with respect to their self-perception of their knowledge in this
area. Apparently, neither group at the sophomore level perceived them-
selves as very knowledgeable in this area.

Table 6-21 asks about whether they know how to find out about
different kinds of jobs. As with the previous employment outcome, there
is a slight knowledge advantage in favor of the dropouts. Also, consistent
with the previous finding is that the greater knowledge differential is
for high SES and academic program dropouts.

Table 6-22 asks the sophomore student if he or she knows how to
arrange a bus, train or plane trip out of town. As with the previous
nonacademic life outcomes, the dropouts report that they possess greater
knowledge in this area. It would appear that at this stage in maturity,
the dropouts are more likely to report having more knowledge in the
employment-seeking areas.

Tables 6-23 and 6-24 present the longitudinal changes in the two
groups' perceptions of their knowledge with respect to applying for an
office job in a big company. While both groups gained, greater gains
were found for those individuals who stayed in school as compared to
those who dropped out. These greater gains for school stayers brought
them up to about the same level of reported job application knowledge as
the 1982 dropouts.

By 1982, females in both groups--stayers and dropouts--reported essen-
tially the same level of job-seeking knowledge as their male courterparts.

Tables 6-25 and 6-26 present similar comparisons dealing with
self-reported knowledge of how one finds out about different kinds of
jobs. Once again, while both groups show gains, the school stayers show
slightly greater gains than do the dropouts. The gains in both groups
are relatively consistent across subclassifications.
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Table 6-19

DO YOU KNOW HON TO CHOOSE A SCHOOL pROGRAM wHICH mill HELP YOU IN COLLEGE?
(1=140; 3=YES)

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980

SOPHOMORES SOPHOMORES
IWO STAYED IN sCH0OL WHO DROPPED OuT

ALL SOPHOMORES UNTIL SENIOR FOLLOWUP BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP
N

11170

N MEAN S.D.
SAMP
N

WTO
N MEAN S.D.

SAMP
N

MTO
N MEAN S.O.

DROPOUTS
MINUS
STAYERS

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 24346 3196 2.63 0.6 22132 2721 2.65 0.6 2214 475 2.50 0.7 -0.15* -0.25

SEX:
MALE 11928 1595 2.60 0.6 10801 1344 2.63 0.6 1127 251 2.47 0.7 -0.160 -0.25FEMALE 12418 1601 2.65 0.6 11331 1376 2.67 0.6 1087 224 2.52 0.7 -0.140 -0.25

SES:
LOW 5901 756 2.48 0.7 4986 574 2.50 0.7 915 182 2.40 0.7 -0.10 -0.15MIDDLE 11531 1552 2.64 0.6 10645 1354 2.66 0.6 886 198 2.53 0.7 -0.130 -0.22HIGH 6071 779 2.76 0.5 5837 720 2.77 0.5 234 59 2.73 0.5 -0.04 -0.08

RACE:
WHITE 17512 2469 2.64 0.6 16182 2138 2.66 0.6 1330 331 2.50 0.7 -0.160 -0.27BLACK 3166 401 2.65 0.6 2802 330 2.66 0.6 364 71 2.58 0.6 -0.09 -0.ZEASIAN-AMER/CAN 321 34 2.65 0.6 303 31 2.65 0.6 18 2 2.63 0.6 -0.01 -0.03AMERICAN INDIO, 245 3E 2.48 0.7 191 23 2.50 0.7 54 9 2.43 0.8 -0.07 -0.10MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1819 136 2.43 0.7 1563 103 2.46 0.7 256 33 2.32 0.7 -0.14 -0.21PUERTO RICAN 320 34 2.58 0.6 256 24 2.62 0.6 64 10 2.47 0.6 -0.15 -0.24OTHER HISPANIC 887 82 2.57 0.7 775 65 2.59 0.6 112 17 2.48 0.7 -0.11 -0.17

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 21304 2904 2.62 0.6 19179 2450 2.65 0.6 2125 454 2.50 0.7 -0.150 -0.25PRIVATE 711 91 2.66 0.6 682 78 2.69 0.5 29 13 2.50 0.7 -0.18 -0.33CATHOLIC 2331 201 2.66 0.6 2271 194 2.66 0.6 60 8 2.45 0.6 -0.21 -0.37

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5306 703 2.63 0.6 4931 624 2.65 0.6 375 78 2.44 0.7 -0.220 -0.34NORTH CENTRAL 7029 910 2.62 0.6 6508 798 2.64 0.6 521 112 2.49 0.7 -0.150 -0.25SOUTH 7711 1058 2.61 0.6 6817 865 2.63 0.6 894 192 2.48 0.7 -0.150 -0.24WEST 4300 526 2 :7 0.6 3876 433 2.69 0.6 424 93 2.58 0.6 -0.11 -0.20

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 10740 1443 2.56 0.6 9544 1184 2.57 0.6 1196 259 2.50 0.7 -0.07 -0.12ACADEMIC 8451 1041 2.79 0.5 8177 979 2.79 0.5 274 62 2.69 0.5 -0.11 -0.23VOCATIONAL 4695 652 2.53 0.7 4036 515 2.56 0.7 659 137 2.43 0.7 -0.140 -0.20

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 5110 635 2.62 0.6 4485 508 2.64 0.6 625 127 2.53 0.7 -0.12 -0.20SUBURBAN 12028 1527 2.66 0.6 11121 1330 2.68 0.6 907 197 2.53 0.7 -0.150 -0.27RURAL 7208 1033 2.58 0.6 6526 an 2.60 0.6 682 151 2.43 0.7 -0.170 -0.27

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS iN THOUSANDS
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Table 6-20

DO YOU KNOW HON TO APPLY TO A COLLEGE FOR ADMISSION?
(1=NO) 3=YES)

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980

SAMP
N

ALL SOPHOMORES

UTO
N MEAN S.D.

SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL
UNTIL SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP Km
N N MEAN S.D.

SOPHOMORES
WHO DROPPED OUT

BEFORE CENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP WT0
N N MEAN S.D.

DROPOUTS
MINUS
STAYERS

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 24257 3185 1.92 0.7 22063 2724 1.92 0.7 2194 471 1.94 0.7 0.02 0.03

SEX:
MALE 11887 1589 1.96 0.7 10770 1341 1.96 0.7 1117 249 1.97 0.7 0.01 0.01FEMALE 12370 1595 1.89 0.7 11293 1373 1.88 0.7 1077 223 1.92 0.7 0.04 0.05

SES:
LOW 5867 753 1.80 0.7 4958 572 1.8, 0.7 909 181 1.81 0.7 0.01 0.02MIDDLE 11495 1546 1.92 0.7 10620 1351 1.91 0.7 875 196 2.00 0.7 0.09 0.12HIGH 6060 778 2.05 0.7 5825 719 2.04 0.7 235 59 2.21 0.7 0.17 0.25

RACE:
WHITE 17468 2463 1.90 0.7 16141 2134 1.90 0.7 1327 330 1.91 0.7 0.01 0.02BLACK 3141 397 2.06 0.7 2786 328 2.05 0.7 355 69 2.13 0.7 0.08 0.11ASIAN-AMERICAN 320 34 2.06 0.7 303 31 2.05 0.7 17 2 2.20 0.8 0.15 0.22AMERICAN INDIAN 243 32 1.95 0.7 192 23 1.98 0.7 51 8 1.86 0.7 -0.12 -0.16MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1804 134 1.85 0.7 1550 102 1.86 0.7 254 32 1.84 0.7 -0.02 -0.03PUERTO RICAN 319 34 2.02 0.7 255 24 2.03 0.7 64 10 1.99 0.6 -0.05 -0.07OTHER HISPANIC 887 82 1.96 0.7 776 65 1.96 0.7 111 17 1.96 0.7 -0.00 -0.01

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 21220 2893 1.92 0.7 19114 2443 1.91 0.7 2106 450 1.94 0.7 0.03 0.04PRIVATE 713 91 2.09 0.7 684 77 2.08 0.7 29 13 2.12 0.5 0.03 0.05CATHOLIC 2324 201 1.99 0.7 2265 193 1.98 0.7 59 8 2.02 0.7 0.03 0.05

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5300 702 1.96 0.7 4924 624 1.95 0.7 376 79 1.99 0.7 0.03 0.05NORTH CENTRAL 7006 906 1.85 0.7 6488 796 1.85 0.7 518 111 1.88 0.7 0.03 0.04SOUTH 7682 1054 1.94 0.7 6796 863 1.94 0.7 eft 191 1.95 0.7 0.01 0.01
NEST 4269 522 1.97 0.7 3855 431 1.97 0.7 414 91 1.98 0.7 0.01 0.01

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 10695 1437 1.86 0.7 9508 1180 1.85 0.7 1187 257 1.90 0.7 0.05 0.08
ACADEM/C 8440 1040 2.03 0.7 8166 978 2.02 0.7 274 62 2.14 0.7 0.12 0.17
VOCATIONAL 4672 650 1.90 0.7 4021 514 1.88 0.7 651 136 1.95 0.7 0.07 0.09

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 5088 633 1.98 0.7 4468 506 1.97 0.7 620 127 2.00 0.7 0.03 0.04SUBURBAN 11981 1522 1.94 0.7 11083 1326 1.93 0.7 898 196 1.96 0.7 0.03 0.04
RURAL 7188 1029 1.87 0.7 6512 881 1.87 0.7 676 148 1.87 0.7 -0.00 -0.01

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSARIS
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Table 6-21

00 TOU KNOW NOM TO FIND OUT ABO(1T DIFFERENT KINDS OF JOBS?
11*NOI WES)

ALL I0PHOMORES-1910

SAM
N

ALL SOPHOMOKS

MD
N MEAN 8.0.

SOPHOMORES
NHO 11A710 IN SCHOOL

UNTIL SENIOR FOLLONUP

SAM NTO
N N MEAN S.D.

SOPHOMORES
WHO DROPPED OUT

BETON SENIOR VOLLONUP

SAMP IND
N N MEAN S.D.

DROPOUTS
MINUS

STAYERS
EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 14308 3193 2.64 6.6 22063 2717 2.63 0.6 2215 476 2.70 0.6 0.07* 0.12

PAU 11699 1591 2.66 6.6 16776 1342 2.67 0.6 1123 250 2.76 0.6 0.03 0.05FINALE 12409 1601 1.60 6.6 11317 1375 2.56 0.6 1092 225 2.66 0.6 0.11* 0.18

LON 5696 756 2.60 6.6 4979 574 2.59 0.6 917 182 2.66 0.6 0.08 8.13WOOLS 11520 1551 2.64 0.6 16637 1354 2.63 0.6 682 196 1.70 0.6 0.07 0.11RUN 6654 777 2.67 6.6 Nan 716 1.66 0.6 235 56 2.81 0.5 0.15* 0.27

NMI
17501 2669 2.63 6.6 16167 2137 2.62 0.6 1334 332 2.70 0.6 0.68* 0.13SLACK 3147 398 2.72 6.5 2765 317 2.71 0.5 362 70 2.76 0.5 0.06 0.11

ASIAN*AKIRICAM 326 34 2.47 6.6 362 31 2.47 0.6 18 t 2.54 0.6 0.08 0.12AMMAN INDIAN 140 32 2.56 6.6 196 23 2.56 0.6 50 8 1.57 0.6 0.01 0.02PODUCAWAMERICAN 1620 136 2.56 6.6 1561 163 2.55 0.6 259 33 2.60 0.6 0.05 0.08
PUERTO RICAN 321 34 2.56 6.6 256 24 2.56 0.6 65 10 2.56 0.7 0.00 0.01OMNI NISPANIC $81 81 2.66 6.6 770 64 2.63 0.6 111 17 2.75 0.5 0.12 0.20

RIM MET
PUN= 21279 Mt 2.64 6.6 16153 2446 2.63 0.6 2126 454 2.76 0.6 0.07* 0.12
PRIVAT1 711 in 2.67 6.6 662 77 2.66 6.6 26 13 2.76 0.5 0.04 0.07CANTO= 2318 NI 2.61 6.6 ten 193 2.61 0.6 60 6 2.51 0.8 -0.10 -0.16

SIOIRAFINC NUM
NORINEAST 5312 704 2.64 6.6 4932 624 2.63 0.6 see so 2.71 0.6 0.09 0.14Nom CENTRAL 7017 906 1.62 6.6 6496 797 2.61 0.6 $21 112 2.71 0.5 0.11 0.17

7664 1656 2.65 6.6 6483 664 2.64 0.6 891 192 2.66 0.6 0.04 0.06NUT 4265 524 2.65 6.6 3662 432 2.63 0.6 423 93 2.71 0.5 0.07 0.13

OSsiscuLust
INNKRAL 10720 1443 2.62 6.6 foul lig 2.61 6.6 1199 261 2.76 0.6 6.09* 0.15
.6CADCHIC 8436 1040 2.65 6.6 6165 978 2.64 6.6 273 62 2.80 0.3 0.16* 0.28
VOCAT2ONAL 4694 651 2.66 6.6 4036 515 2.65 6.6 658 136 2.66 0.6 0.01 0.02

DRIMUNM TWIT
WWI 6099 634 2.64 0.6 4469 506 2.63 6.6 630 128 2.71 0.6 0.08 0.13
OUNAISAN 12611 1527 2.64 6.6 11106 1330 2.63 6.6 905 197 2.69 0.6 0.06 6.10
RURAL 7196 1032 2.63 6.6 6516 681 2.62 6.6 680 150 2.70 0.6 0.08 0.14

NMI IMMO N IS IN 1110USANIS
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Table 6-22

DO YOU KNOW NOW TO ARRANGE A BUS, TRAIN OR PLANE TRIP TO 60 OUT OF TOWN?
(12ND; 30ES)

ALL SOPHOMORES

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980

SOPHOMORES SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL WHO DROPPED OUT
UNTIL SENIOR FOLLONUP BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP
N

WTO
N MEAN S.O.

SAMP
N

WTO
N MEAN S.D.

SAMP
N

UTO
N MEAN S.D.

DROPOUTS
MINUS

STAYERS
EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 24400 3204 2.53 0.7 22179 2727 2.51 0.7 2221 476 2.61 0.6 0.09* 0.13

SEX:
MALE 11948 1597 2.57 0.7 10822 1347 2.56 0.7 1126 250 2.62 0.6 0.06 0.09
FEMALE 12452 1606 2.49 0.7 11357 1380 2.47 0.7 1095 226 2.59 0.7 0.12* 0.18

SEM
LOW 5916 758 2.41 0.7 4990 576 2.38 0.7 918 183 2.52 0.7 0.15* 0.20
MIDDLE 11556 1555 2.53 0.7 10672 1358 2.51 0.7 884 198 2.62 0.6 0.11* 0.16
HIGH 6081 780 2.65 0.6 sms 721 2.64 0.6 236 59 2.83 0.4 0.20* 0.33

RACE:
WHITE 17552 2475 2.53 0.7 16218 2144 2.51 0.7 1334 332 2.61 0.7 0.10* 0.14
BLACK 3168 401 2.57 0.7 2803 330 2.56 0.7 365 71 2.63 0.6 0.07 0.10
ASIAN-AMERICAN 321 34 2.44 0.7 303 31 2.43 0.7 18 2 2.46 0.7 0.03 0.04
AMERICAN INDIAN 242 31 2.39 0.8 191 23 2.37 0.8 51 8 2.45 0.8 0.08 0.10
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1828 137 2.50 0.7 1568 104 2.48 0.7 260 33 2.55 0.7 0.07 0.10
PUERTO RICAN 322 35 2.51 0.7 257 24 2.48 0.7 65 10 2.61 0.6 0.13 0.19
OTHER HISPANIC 888 82 2.52 0.7 776 65 2.49 0.7 112 17 2.61 0.6 0.12 0.18

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 21355 2911 2.52 0.7 19223 2456 2.51 0.7 2132 455 2.60 0.7 0.09* 0.13
PRIVATE 716 91 2.69 0.6 687 78 2.66 0.6 29 13 2.81 0.4 0.15 0.26
CATHOLIC 2329 201 2.54 0.7 2269 193 2.54 0.7 60 8 2.66 0.5 0.13 0.19

SIOGRAPNIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5327 706 2.54 0.7 4948 626 2.53 0.7 379 80 2.66 0.6 0.14* 0.21
NORTH CENTRAL 7043 912 2.47 0.7 6519 800 2.46 0.7 524 112 2.59 0.6 0.14* 0.20
SOUTH 7728 1060 2.51 0.7 6834 etas 2.50 0.7 894 192 2.54 0.7 0.04 0.06
WEST 4302 526 2.65 0.6 3878 434 2.64 0.6 424 93 2.71 0.6 0.07 3.11

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 10759 1447 2.52 0.7 9559 1186 2.50 0.7 1200 261 2.62 0.6 0.13* 0.18
ACADEMIC 8462 1042 2.58 0.6 8188 980 2.57 0.7 274 62 2.72 0.6 0.15* 0.23
VOCATIONAL 4717 655 2.48 0.7 4057 518 2.47 0.7 660 137 2.53 0.7 0.06 0.09

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 5126 637 2.59 0.6 4495 509 2.56 0.7 631 128 2.69 0.6 0.12* 0.19
SUBURBAN 12054 1531 2.56 0.7 11147 1334 2.55 0.7 907 197 2.62 0.6 0.07 0.11
RURAL 7220 1035 2.44 0.7 6537 e84 2.43 0.7 683 151 2.51 0.7 0.08 0.11

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS MN THOUSANDS
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Table 6-23

DO YOU KNOW HOW TO APPLY FOR AN OFFICE JOB IN A BIG COMPANY?
(1410; 3=YES)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.O.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.O.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 20642 2647411 2.15 0.7 2.47 0.6 0.7 0.3* 0.5

SEX:
MALE 9943 1298598 2.22 0.7 2.46 0.6 0.7 0.2* 0.4
FEMALE 10699 1348814 2.07 0.7 2.48 0.6 0.6 0.4* 1.6

SES:
LOW 4568 548373 2.05 0.7 2.41 0.6 0.7 0.4* 0.5MIDDLE 10021 1330693 2.16 0.7 2.48 0.6 0.7 0.3* 0.5HIGH 5476 701853 2.20 0.7 2.49 0.6 0.7 0.3* 0.5

RACE:
WHITE 15260 2099421 2.13 0.7 2.47 0.6 0.7 0.3* 0.5
BLACK 2546 312777 2.25 0.7 2.51 0.6 0.6 0.3* 0.4ASIAN-AMERICAN 276 29595 2.11 0.7 2.39 0.6 0.7 0.3* 0.4AMERICAN INDIAN 166 21263 2.17 0.8 2.29 0.7 0.7 0.1 0.2MEX/CAN-AMERICAN 1400 94842 2.15 0.7 2.42 0.6 0.7 0.3* 0.4
PUERTO RICAN 234 22971 2.10 0.7 2.41 0.6 0.6 0.3* 0.5OTHER HISPANIC 730 63406 2.19 0.7 2.50 0.6 0.7 0.3* 0.5

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 17813 2379287 2.15 0.7 2.47 0.6 0.7 0.3* 0.5
PRIVATE 653 77077 2.13 0.7 2.46 0.6 0.7 0.3* 0.5CATHOLIC 2176 191047 2.08 0.7 2.45 0.6 0.7 0.4* 0.5

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4681 616063 2.10 0.7 2.45 0.6 0.7 0.3* 04
NORTH CENTRAL 6136 788296 2.12 0.7 2.45 0.6 0.7 0.3* 0.5
SOUTH 6336 837339 2.16 0.7 2.48 0.6 0.7 0.3* 0.5
WEST 3489 405713 2.25 0.7 2.51 0.6 0.7 0.3* 0.4

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6710 865977 2.12 0.7 2.42 0.6 0.7 0.3* 0.5
ACADEMIC 8673 1079665 2.16 0.7 2.47 0.6 0.6 0.3* 0.5
VOCATIONAL 5145 687824 2.17 0.7 2.52 0.6 0.7 0.4* 0.5

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4201 483809 2.19 0.7 2.50 0.6 0.7 0.3* 0.5
SUBURBAN 10330 1286552 2.16 0.7 2.48 0.6 0.7 0.3* 0.5
RURAL 6211 877050 2.10 0.7 2.44 0.6 0.7 0.3* 0.5
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Table 6-24

DO YOU KNOW HOW TO APPLY FOR AN OFFICE JOB IN A DIG COMPANY?
(1=NO; 3=YE5)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE NHO DROPPED OUT BY 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO DROPPED OUT

MEAN S.D.

1982 DROPOUTS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 1855 447565 2.28 0.7 2.45 0.7 0.7 0.2* 0.3

SEX:

MALE 932 234502 2.36 0.7 2.48 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.2
FEMALE 923 2130b3 2.19 0.7 2.42 0.7 0.7 0.2* 0.3

SES:
LON 784 176159 2.18 0.7 2.35 0.7 0.7 0.2* 0.2
MIDDLE 749 186852 2.32 0.7 2.50 0.7 0.7 0.2* 0.3
HIGH 182 52883 2.58 0.6 2.66 0.5 0.6 0.1 0.2

RACE:
WHITE 1129 316873 2.25 0.7 2.45 0.7 0.7 0.2* 0.3
BLACK 304 66231 2.43 0.6 2.51 0.7 0.6 0.1 0.1
ASIAN-AMERICAN 12 1959 2.56 0.6 2.60 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.1
AMERICAN INDIAN 38 7076 2.03 0.8 2.17 0.8 0.8 0.1 0.2
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 219 30224 2.27 0.7 2.40 0.7 0.7 0.1 0.2
PUERTO RICAN 57 9027 2.22 0.7 2.40 0.7 0.7 0.2 0.3
OTHER HISPANIC 94 15796 2.26 0.6 2.44 0.7 0.7 0.2 0.3

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 1781 427088 2.28 0.7 2.46 0.7 0.7 0.2* 0.3
PRIVATE 26 13884 2.23 0.7 2.53 0.7 0.7 0.3 0.4
CATHOLIC tus 6593 2.24 0.7 2.17 0.7 0.7 -0.1 -0.1

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 332 79181 2.33 0.7 2.48 0.7 0.7 0.1 0.2
NORTH CENTRAL 452 107547 2.22 0.7 2.36 0.7 0.7 0.1 0.2
SOUTH 730 174537 2.29 0.7 2.49 0.7 0.7 0.2* 0.3
NEST 341 86300 2.30 0.7 2.48 0.7 0.7 0.2* 0.3

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 1011 245348 2.23 0.7 2.44 0.6 0.7 0.2* 0.3
ACADEMIC 216 56743 2.51 0.6 2.64 0.6 0.6 0.1 0.2
VOCATIONAL 552 128513 2.27 0.7 2.42 0.7 0.7 0.2* 0.2

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 504 114638 2.31 0.7 2.51 0.7 0.7 0.2* 0.3
SUBURBAN 751 180635 2.32 0.7 2.47 0.7 0.7 0.2* 0.2
RURAL 600 152292 2.21 0.7 2.40 0.7 0.7 0.2* 0.3
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Table 6-25

DO YOU KNOW HOW TO FIND OUT ABOUT DIFFERENT KINDS OF JOBS?
(1=110I 3=YES)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 198V SOPHOMORES
INNO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 20473 2628537 2.62 0.6 2.76 0.5 0.5 0.1* 0.2

SEX:
MALE 9832 1286480 2.67 0.6 2.77 0.5 0.5 0.1* 0.2
FEMALE 10641 1342057 2.58 0.6 2.75 0.5 0.6 0.2* 0.3

SES:
LOW 4517 542875 2.58 0.6 2.74 0.5 0.6 0.2* 0.3
MIDDLE 9940 1320945 2.63 0.6 2.76 0.5 0.5 0.1* 0.2
HIGH 5449 699211 2.65 0.6 2.78 0.5 0.5 0.1* 0.2

RACE:
WHITE 15173 2088137 2.62 0.6 2.76 0.5 0.5 0.1* 0.3
BLACK 2497 307569 2.70 0.6 2.81 0.4 0.5 0.1* 0.2
ASIAN-AMERICAN 272 29377 2.'4 0.6 2.62 0.6 0.6 0.1 0.2
AMERICAN INDIAN 162 21143 2.59 0.6 2.60 0.7 0.6 0.0 0.0
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1388 93861 2.54 0.6 2.69 0.5 0.6 0.2* 0.3
PUERTO RICAN 232 22936 2.54 0.7 2.66 0.5 0.6 0.1 0.2
OTHER HISPANIC 721 62500 2.62 0.6 2.77 0.5 0.5 0.2* 0.3

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 17664 2362255 2.62 0.6 2.76 0.5 0.5 0.1* 0.3
PRIVATE 1.52 76373 2.65 0.6 2.73 0.5 0.6 0.1 0.1
CATHOLIC 2157 189910 2.61 0.6 2.75 0.5 0.5 0.1* 0.3

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4647 612470 2.62 0.6 2.76 0.5 0.5 0.1* 0.3
NORTH CENTRAL 6094 783364 2.61 0.6 2.76 0.5 0.6 0.1* 0.3
SOUTH 6266 829359 2.64 0.6 2.76 0.5 0.5 0.1* 0.2
WEST 3466 403345 2.63 0.6 2.76 0.5 0.5 0.1* 0.2

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6659 860202 2.61 0.6 2.75 0.5 0.6 0.1* 0.2
ACADEMIC 8624 1n74280 2.62 0.6 2.77 0.5 0.5 0.1* 0.3
VOCATIONAL 5081 680533 2.64 0.6 2.77 0.5 0.5 0.1* 0.2

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4039 478610 2.63 0.6 2.75 0.5 0.5 0.1* 0.2
SUBURBAN 10271 1280099 2.63 0.6 2.76 0.5 0.5 0.1* 0.2
RURAL 6163 069829 2.62 0.6 2.76 0.5 0.6 0.1* 0.3
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Table 6-26

DO YOU KNOW HON TO FIND OUT ABOUT DIFFERENT KINDS OF JOBS?
I1=NO: 3=YESI

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE NHO DROPPED OUT BY 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO DROPPED OUT

MEAN S.D.

1982 DROPOUTS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 1832 443122 2.71 0.6 2.79 0.5 0.5 0 1* 0.1

SEX:
MALE 916 231841 2.72 0.5 2.83 0.5 0.5 0.1* 0.2
FEMALE 916 211281 2.70 0.6 2.74 0.5 0.5 0.0 0.1

SES:
LON 771 174154 2.67 0.6 2.73 0.5 0.6 0.1 0.1
MIDDLE 746 185967 2.72 0.6 2.81 0.4 0.5 0.1* 0.2
HIGH 180 52318 2.82 0.4 2.85 0.4 0.4 0.0 0.1

RACE:
WHITE 1124 315472 2.72 0.6 2.88 0.5 0.5 0.1* 0.2
BLACK 291 63415 2.76 0.5 2.76 0.5 0.5 -0.0 -0.0
ASIAN-AMERICAN 12 1959 2.54 0.6 2.81 0.5 0.6 0.3 0.5
ANERICAN INDIAN 35 6480 2.54 0.6 2.97 0.2 0.4 0.4* 1.0
. =XICAN-AMERICAN 217 30454 2.65 0.6 2.76 0.5 0.5 0.1 0.2
VUERTO RICAN 58 9170 2.64 0.6 2.71 0.6 0.6 0.1 0.1
OTHER HISPANIC 93 15792 2.73 0.6 2.73 0.6 0.6 -0.0 -0.0

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 1758 422198 2.72 0.5 2.80 0.5 0.5 0.1* 0.2
PRIVATE 25 13577 2.75 0.4 2.55 0.7 0.6 -0.2 -0.3
CATHOLIC 49 7346 2.51 0.8 2.58 0.7 0.7 0.1 0.1

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 332 79830 2.74 0.5 2.82 0.4 0.5 0.1 0.2
NORTH CENTRAL 445 105614 2.73 0.5 2.75 0.5 0.5 0.0 0.1
SOUTH 721 172695 2.69 0.6 2.79 0.5 0.5 0.1* 0.2
WEST 334 84983 2.72 0.5 2.79 0.5 0.5 0.1 0.1

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 1002 244406 2.73 0.5 2.79 0.5 0.5 0.1 0.1
ACADEMIC 215 56527 2.81 0.4 2.85 0.4 0.4 0.0 0.1
VOCATIONAL 543 125629 2.67 0.6 2.76 0.5 0.6 0.1 0.2

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 500 113854 2.72 0.5 2.75 0.5 0.5 0.0 0.1
SUBURBAN 740 178113 2.71 0.5 2.82 0.4 0.5 0.1* 0.2
RURAL 592 151155 2.71 0.6 2.77 0.5 0.5 0.1 0.1
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Tables 6-27 and 6-28 present self-reported data on whether they know
how to arrange a bus, train, or plane trip to go out of town. As in all
previous cases, both groups gained but the stayers showed the biggest
gains.

Tables 6-29 and 6-30 apply only to the school stayers. Question 6-29
asks about whether they know how to choose a school program that will help
them in college, while question 6-30 asks if they know how to apply to a
college for admission. There were slight gains on both questions whtn
going from the sophomore to the senior year. The gains, although slight,
were relatively pervasive "touching" almost all demographic groups.

In general, the biggest gains in life skills for both school stayers
and dropouts tended to be in the employment knowledge areas. While both
groups gained, the in-school individuals showed greater gains. It is
also interesting to note that the biggest differential gain in favor of
the school stayers was in a "how to" employment question. This is, "do
you know how to apply for an office job in a big company?" A question
dealing primarily with job information sources--Do you know how to find
out about different kinds of jobs?--showed smaller and less differential
gains between the two groups.

While the dropouts tended to report higher levels of knowledge in
both the employment questions and the travel question at the sophomore
level, the greater gains exhibited by school stayers allowed them to
catch up with the dropouts by their senior year.

E. SUMMARY

There were test score gains between 1980 and 1982 for both the studentt
who remained in school and those who became dropouts. The gains for dropoul
were less than for the students who stayed in school. Students who became
dropouts gained only about one-fifth of the mathematics knowledge attained
by students who remained in high school. In other subject areas, dropouts
gained approximately three-quarters as much as stayers. Among the students
who stayed in school, test score gains were greatest in most cases for thos4
in the academic curriculum. The typical sophomore who remained in school
reported grades in the B- range, while sophomores who later became dropouts
reported grades in the "mostly C" area. School stayers show a slight
increase in self-reported grades between their sophomore and senior years.
The biggest gains in life skills for both dropouts and stayers were in the
employment knowledge areas.
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Table 6-27

DO YOU KNON NON TO ARRANGE A BUS/ TRAIN OR PLANE TRIP TO GO OUT OF TOWN?
(1=1401 3*YES)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
N N NNO STAYED IN SCHOOL 1982 SEN/ORS

MEAN

TOTAL 20570 2639869 2.51

SEX:
MALE 9881 1292097 2.56
FEMALE 10689 1347771 2.47

SES:
LON 4541 545846 2.38
MIOOLE 9982 1326211 2.51
HIGH 5474 701803 2.63

RACE:
WHITE 15235 2096522 2.51
BLACK 2515 309408 2.56
ASIAN-AMERICAN 274 29503 2.43
AMERICAN INDIAN 162 20900 2.42
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1394 94449 2.48
PUERTO RICAN 233 22977 2.45
OTHER HISPANIC 727 62974 2.49

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 17744 2371795 2.50
PRIVATE 658 77502 2.66
CATHOLIC 2168 190571 2.54

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4670 615218 2.52
NORTH CENTRAL 6124 786696 2.45
SOUTH 6295 832802 2.50
NEST 3481 405153 2.64

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6693 864451 2.48
ACADEMIC 8654 1077546 2.57
VOCATIONAL 5113 684295 2.47

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4069 481767 2.56
SUBURBAN 10312 1284216 2.55
RURAL 6189 873816 2.43

S.D. MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

0.7 2.68 0.6 0.6 0.2* 0.3

0.7 2.71 0.5 0.6 0.2* 0.3
0.7 2.65 0.6 0.6 0.2* 0.3

0.7 2.58 0.6 0.7 0.2* 0.3
0.7 2.67 0.6 0.6 0.2* 0.3
0.6 2.79 0.5 0.5 0.2* 0.3

0.7 2.68 0.6 0.6 0.2* 0.3
0.7 2.70 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2
0.7 2.60 0.6 0.7 0.2 0.3
0.7 2.54 0.7 0.7 0.1 0.2
0.7 2.62 0.6 0.7 0.1* 0.2
0.7 2.52 0.7 0.7 0.1 0.1
0.7 2.69 0.6 0.6 0.2* 0.3

0.7 2.67 0.6 0.6 0.2* 0.3
0.6 2.83 0.4 0.5 0.2* 0.3
0.7 2.72 0.5 0.6 0.2* 0.3

0.7 2.69 0.6 0.6 0.2* 0.3
0.7 2.66 0.6 0.6 0.2* 0.3
0.7 2.65 0.6 0.6 0.2* 0.2
0.6 2.77 0.5 0.6 0.1* 0.2

0.7 2.66 0.6 0.6 0.2* 0.3
0.7 2.73 0.5 0.6 0.2* 0.3
0.7 2.63 0.6 0.7 0.2* 0.2

0.7 2.71 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2
0.7 2.71 0.5 0.6 0.2* 0.3
0.7 2.62 0.6 0.7 0.2* 0.3



Table 6-28

DO YOU KNOW HON TO ARRANGE A BUS, TRAIN OR PLANE TRIP TO GO OUT OF TOWN?
11=NO) 3=YES)

LONGITUDINAL sAMPARISONS FOR MOSE WHO DROPPED OUT BY 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO DROPPED OUT

MEAN S.D.

1982 DROPOUTS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 1835 443539 2.62 0.6 2.69 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.1

SEX:
MALE 915 231096 2.62 0.6 2.71 0.6 0.6 0.1 0.1
FEMALE 920 212444 2.61 9.6 2.66 0.6 0.6 0.1 0.1

SEW
LOW 773 174208 2.53 0.7 2.60 0.7 0.7 0.1 0.1
MIDDLE 743 185703 2.64 0.6 2.74 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2
HIGH 181 52546 2.86 0.4 2.87 0.4 0.4 0.0 0.0

RACE:
WHITE 1124 315895 2.62 0.7 2.70 0.6 0.6 0.1 0.1
BLACK 294 63894 2.63 0.6 2.63 0.7 0.6 0.0 0.0
ASIA4-AMERICAN 12 1959 2.52 0.7 2.89 0.3 0.6 0.4 0.7
AMERICAN INDIAN 35 6325 2.50 0.7 2.57 0.7 0.7 0.1 0.1
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 216 29992 2.58 0.6 2.72 0.6 0.6 0.1 0.2
PUERTO RICAN 58 9170 2.60 0.6 2.55 0.7 0.7 -0.0 -0.1
OfHER HISPANIC 94 15925 2.66 0.6 2.71 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.1

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 1762 422851 2.61 0.7 2.69 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.1
PRIVATE 25 13577 2.84 0.4 2.67 0.6 0.5 -0.2 -0.3
CATHOLIC 48 7111 2.69 0.5 2.95 0.2 0.4 0.3* 0.7

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 330 79350 2.66 0.6 2.68 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.0
NORTH CENTRAL 447 105896 2.63 0.6 2.70 0.6 0.6 0.1 0.1
SOUTH 723 173123 2.54 0.7 2.64 0.7 0.7 0.1 0.1
NEST 335 85170 2.71 0.6 2.78 0.5 0.6 0.1 0.1

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 1004 244070 2.63 0.6 2.72 0.6 0.6 0.1 0.1
ACADEMIC 214 56245 2.73 05 2.82 0.4 0.5 0.1 0.2
VOCATIONAL 543 126310 2.54 0.7 2.59 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.1

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 498 113558 2.68 0.6 2.70 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.0
SUBURBAN 742 178103 2.66 0.6 2.69 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.0
RURAL 595 151878 2.52 0.7 2.68 0.6 0.7 0.2* 0.2

224



Table 6-29

DO YOU KNON HON TO CHOOSE A SCHOOL PROGRAM WHICH MILL HELP YOU IN COLLEGE/
(1=NO1 3=YES)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE NEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
NNO STAYED IN SCHOOL 1982 SENIORS

POOLED 1982-1980 EFFECT
MEAN S.D. MEAN S.D. S.D. DIFFERENCE SIZE

TOTAL 20528 2633512 2.65 0.6 2.69 0.6 0.6 0.0* 0.1
SEX:

MALE 9869 1289916 2.63 OA 2.65 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.0FEMALE 10659 1343596 2.67 0.6 2.74 0.5 0.5 0.1* 0.1
SES:

LON 4529 543654 2.50 0.7 2.59 0.6 0.7 0.1* 0.1MIDDLE 9959 1322701 2.66 0.6 2.69 0.6 0.6 0.0* 0.0HIGH 5469 701291 2.77 0.5 2.81 0.5 0.5 0.0* 0.1
RACE:

WHITE 15201 2091163 2.66 0.6 2.70 0.6 0.6 0.0* 0.1BLACK 2515 309016 *2.67 0.6 2.74 0.5 0.5 0.1* 0.1AS/AN-AMERICAN 274 29503 2.66 0.6 2.65 0.6 0.6 -0.0 -0.0AMERICAN INDIAN 164 21075 2.49 0.7 2.45 0.7 0.7 -0.0 -0.1MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1388 93619 2.46 0.7 2.51 0.6 0.7 0.0 0.1PUERTO RICAN 233 22977 2.64 0.6 2.62 0.6 0.6 -0.0 -0.0OTHER HISPANIC 725 63143 2.60 0.6 2.66 0.6 0.6 0.1 0.1

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 17704 2365771 2.65 0.6 2.69 0.6 0.6 0.0* 0.1PRIVATE 653 77139 2.68 0.5 2.75 0.5 0.5 0.1 0.1CATHOLIC 2171 190602 2.67 0.6 2.72 0.5 0.6 0.0 0.1

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4654 613637 2.65 0.6 2.71 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.1NORTH CENTRAL 6114 785228 2.64 0.6 2.71 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.1SOUTH 6284 830389 2.64 0.6 2.67 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.0NEST 3476 404258 0.69 0.5 2.71 0.5 0.5 0.0 0.0

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6673 861132 2.56 0.6 2.59 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.0ACADEMIC 8653 1077091 2.77 0.5 2.84 0.4 0.4 0.1* 0.1VOCATIONAL 5094 681907 2.57 0.7 2.61 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.1

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4064 480710 2.65 0.6 2.69 0.6 0.6 0.0* 0.1SUBURBAN 10286 1280479 2.68 0.6 2.71 0.5 0.6 0.0* 0.1RURAL 6178 872323 2.61 0.6 2.67 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.1
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Table. 6-30

DO YOU KNOW HOW TO APPLY TO A COLLEGE FOR ADMISSION?
(1=NO; 3=YES:

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR 7HOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 20435 2622736 1.92 0.7 2.59 0.7 0.7 0.7* 1.0

SEX:
MALE 9820 1283707 1.95 0.7 2.54 0.7 0.7 0.6* 0.9
FEMALE 10615 1339028 1.88 0.7 2.63 0.6 0.7 0.7* 1.1

SESs
LOW 4493 540084 1.79 0.7 2.35 0.7 0.7 0.6* 0.8
MIDDLE 9925 1318787 1.91 0.7 2.57 0.7 0.7 0.7* 1.0
HIGH 5449 698379 2.03 0.7 2.82 0.4 0.6 0.8* 1.4

RACE:
WHITE 15149 2084568 1.90 0.7 2.59 0.7 0.7 0.7* 1.0BLACK 2494 306745 2.05 0.7 2.62 0.6 0.6 0.6* 0.9
ASIAN-AMERICAN 274 29519 2.04 0.7 2.75 0.5 0.6 0.7* 1.2
AMERICAN IMIAN 163 20984 1.98 0.7 2.34 0.8 0.7 0.4* 0.5
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1371 91957 1.86 0.7 2.35 0.7 0.7 0.5* 0.7
PUERTO RICAN 230 22827 2.05 0.7 2.49 0.7 0.7 0.4* 0.6
OTHER HISPANIC 726 63138 1.95 0.7 2.51 0.7 0.7 0.6* 0.8

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 17617 2355655 1.91 0.7 2.56 0.7 0.7 0.7* 1.0
PRIVATE 655 77084 2.07 0.7 2.84 0.5 0.6 0.8* 1.3
CATHOLIC 2163 189997 1.99 0.7 2.82 0.5 0.6 0.8* 1.4

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4643 612397 1.95 0.7 2.67 0.6 0.7 0.7* 1.1
NORTH CENTRAL 6087 782142 1.85 0.7 2.57 0.7 0.7 0.7* 1.1
SOUTH 6251 825625 1.94 0.7 2.54 0.7 0.7 0.6* 0.9
WEST 3454 402372 1.97 0.7 2.58 0.6 0.7 0.6* 0.9

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6642 857822 1.83 0.7 2.42 0.7 0.7 0.6* 0.8
ACADEMIC 8634 1074738 2.01 0.7 2.88 0.4 0.6 0.9* 1.6
VOCATIONAL 5053 677045 1.85 0.7 2.34 0.7 0.7 0.5* 0.7

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4035 477521 1.97 0.7 2.59 0.7 0.7 0.6* 0.9
SUBURBAN 10244 1275890 1.93 0.7 2.62 0.6 0.7 0.7* 1.0
RURAL 6156 869325 1.87 0.7 2.53 0.7 0.7 0.7* 1.0
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Chapter 7

CHANGES IN STUDENTS' BEHAVIOR, PLANS AND ATTITUDES

In this chapter we describe changes between 1980 and 1982 in the
students' behaviors, aspirations, values, and other attitudes. The
chapter focuses on those students who remained in school. Dropouts are
discussed in Chapter 8. The chapter begins with a discussion of school-
related behaviors. This is followed by an analysis of out-of-school
behaviors, including TV watching and participation in paid work. Next
comes a discussion of educational aspirations and post-high-school plans.
This is followed by a section covering occupational aspirations and other
expectations. The final section of the chapter covers changes in life
and work values, self-esteem and locus of control, and other attitudes.

A. SCHOOL-RELATED BEHAVIORS

This section covers a variety of student behaviors in school. They
include the extent to which students are absent, tardy or cut class; the
extent to which students have disciplinary problems and come to class un-
prepared to work; program choice, student reports of course-taking behavior;
participation in extracurricular activities; and the amount of homework
done.

1. Attendance

This section covers absences, cutting classes, suspension/ probation,
and tardiness.

The students were asked in 1980 and 1982 the number of days that
year that they were absent from school for reasons other than illness.
(See Table 7-1.) The scale was 0 = none, 1 = 1 or 2, 2 = 3 or 4, 3 = 5
to 10, 4 = 11 to 15, 5 = 16 to 21, and 6 = 21 or more. In 1980, the mean
for the sophomores who stayed in school was 1.08, or less than two days.
In 1980 the seniors were asked the same question. The mean of 1.43 is a
significant increase from the level of absences for those same students
in their sophomore year. There were significant increases in absences
for almost all groups of students. There were comparatively small
differences in the rates of absences across groups. Low SES students had
initially higher absenteeism than high SES students but showed less
increase from the sophomore to the senior year. Absenteeism was higher
for Hispanic students than those from other racial/ethnic groups and for
public than nonpublic school students. Absenteeism was somewhat lower
for students in the academic curriculum.

Students were also asked if they -er cut classes. (See Table 7-2.)
In 1980, 24.2 percent of the sophomores who were to remain in school said
that this statement was true for them. By 1982, 39.1 percent of these
students, now seniors, indicated that they cut classes, a significant
increase of 14.9 percentage points. Cutting classes occurred more often
among males than females. There was little difference across SES groups



Table '7-1

LAST FALL ABOUT HOW MANY DAYS NERE YOU ABSENT FROM SCHOOL FOR ANY REASON, NOT COUNTING ILLNESS?
(0=NONE; 6=21 OR MORE)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 21776 2792389 1.08 1.2 1.43 1.3 1.2 0.4* 0.3

SEX:
MALE 10654 1389503 1.11 1.2 1.47 1.3 1.3 0.4* 0.3
FEMALE 11122 1402887 1.05 1.1 1.39 1.2 1.2 0.3* 0.3

SES:
LOW 4895 588972 1.25 1.3 1.51 1.3 1.3 0.3* 0.2
MIDDLE 10472 1389960 1.06 1.1 1.43 1.3 1.2 0.4* 0.3
HIGH 5670 726910 0.96 1.1 1.37 1.2 1.2 0.4* 0.4

RACE:
WHITE 15838 2179721 1.06 1.1 1.42 1.3 1.2 0.4* 0.3
BLACK 2840 351955 1.09 1.2 1.38 1.3 1.2 0.3* 0.2
ASIAN-AMERICAN 298 32692 0.87 1.1 1.38 1.3 1.2 0.5* 0.4
AMERICAN INDIAN 190 24174 1.49 1.3 1.92 1.5 1.4 0.4 0.3
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1562 108180 1.29 1.3 1.57 1.4 3.4 0.3* 0.2
PUERTO RICAN 247 24462 1.38 1.2 1.64 1.3 1.3 0.3 0.2
OTHER HISPANIC 765 67297 1.25 1.2 1.58 1.3 1.3 0.3* 0.3

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 18866 2518460 1.11 1.2 1.47 1.3 1.2 0.4* 0.3
PRIVATE 668 78804 0.92 1.0 1.28 1.2 1.1 0.4* 0.3
CATHOLIC 2242 195124 0.75 0.9 1.06 1.1 1.0 0.3* 0.3

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4814 635130 1.12 1.2 1.53 1.7, 1.2 0.4* 0.3
NORTH CENTRAL 6444 825878 1.02 1.1 1.31 1.2 1.2 0.3* 0.2
SOUTH 6774 897734 1.03 1.1 1.35 1.2 1.2 0.3* 0.3
WEST 3744 433647 1.25 1.3 1.69 1.4 1.3 0.4* 0.3

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 7122 917048 1.23 1.2, 1.61 1.3 1.3 0.4* 0.3
ACADEMIC 8956 1115007 0.87 1.0 1.23 1.1 1.1 0.4* 0.3
VOCATIONAL 5577 745484 1.20 1.2 1.52 1.3 1.3 0.3* 0.3

COMNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4468 528545 1.15 1.2 1.46 1.3 1.3 0.3* 0.2
SUBURBAN 10864 1356466 1.05 1.2 1.42 1.3 1.2 0.4* 0.3
RURAL 6444 907378 1.08 1.1 1.44 1.2 1.2 0.4* 0.3

228



Table 7-2
EVERY ONCE /N A WHILE I CUT A CLASS

(PERCENT TRUE)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FCO THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE
N

WEIGHTED
N

1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

PERCENT

1982 SENIORS

PERCENT

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

DIFFERENCE
TOTAL 19961 2568542 24.2 39.1 14.9*
SEX:

MALE 9529 1250313 25.9 43.2 17.3*FEMALE 10432 1318229 22.6 35.2 12.6*
SES:

LON 4344 522548 23.3 34.1 10.8*MIDDLE 9767 1300754 24.3 39.1 14.8*HIGH 5369 689163 24.0 42.9 18.9*
RACE:

WHITE 14912 2055585 23.6 39.9 16.3*BLACK 2363 290356 25.2 32.0 6.8*ASIAN-AMER/CAN 266 28774 17.7 39.2 21.5*AMERICAN INDIAN 155 19640 35.8 49.8 14.0MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1315 89294 28.7 40.9 12.2*PUERTO RICAN 221 21218 30.9 37.2 6.3OTHER HISPANIC 701 60811 30.7 40.9 10.1*
SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 17205 2304593 25.4 40.3 14.9*PRIVATE 645 75774 25.5 46.1 20.5*CATHOLIC 2111 188174 9.3 22.1 12.8*
GEOGRAPHIC REGION:

NORTHEAST 4589 607000 26.4 39.4 13.0*NORTH CENTRAL 5911 762297 22.1 35.9 13.8*SOUTH 6059 ammo 19.8 34.9 15.0*NEST 3402 397365 33.8 53.4 19.6*
CURRICULUM:

GENERAL 6447 834372 28.4 45.6 17.3*ACADEMIC 8487 1060207 18.5 34.0 15.5*VOCATIONAL 4924 661028 27.9 39.1 11.2*
COMMUNITY TYPE:

URBAN 3893 463214 29.1 43.1 14.0*SUBURBAN 10034 1252630 25.2 39.9 14.7*RURAL 6034 852698 20.1 35.8 15.7*
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in the sophomore year but, by the senior year, high SES students were
cutting classes more often than low SES students. Students in Catholic
schools cut classes considerably loss often than students in other types
of schools. Academic curriculum students also cut class less than other
students; the rate of cutting increased most for general curriculum
students. Urban students cut more often than rural students.

Suspension or probation also affects student attendance. (See Table
7-3.) In 1980, 9.2 percent of the sophomores who remained in school
indicated that they had been suspended or put on probation. By 1982,

12.3 percent of these students had been suspended or put on probation, a
significant increase of 3.1 percentage points. Males were much more
likely than females to have been suspended or placed on probation (16.9
percent of male seniors as compare to 7.9 percent of female seniors).
Suspension rates were higher for IL SES sophomores than other students
but rose more rapidly among high SES students. Whites were the only
racial/ethnic group to show significant increase in suspension and
probation. Although sophomore year suspension and probation rates were
higher in public than nonpublic schools, differences by school type had
largely vanished by the senior year. Academic 'curriculum students
showed the lowest rate of suspensions and probation; the increase was
greatest among general curriculum students. Urban students showed higher
rates of suspension and probation as sophomores, but differences by
community type essentially vanished by the senior year.

Finally, the students were asked the number of days they were late
to school. (See Table 7-4.) The scale used was the same as for the

number of absences. In 1980 the mean level of tardiless for sophomores
who remained in school was 0.94, or less than one day. By 1982, the

tardiness rate was 1.33, or two days, a significant increase in the
amount of tardiness among these students. Tardiness occurred more

frequently among males, high SES students, students in non-Catholic
private schools, and general curriculum students.

In summary, all types of attendance problems increased among these
students between 1980 and 1982.

2. Problem Behavior

Three questions were asked to determine the extent of student

problem behavior: 1) whether the student came to class unprepared, 2)
whether the student had disciplinary problems, and 3) whether the student

had been in trouble with the law.

As an indhlator of mild forms of problem behav13r, students were
asked how often they attended class without books, paper, and pencil.
(See Table 7-5.) The scale ranged from 1 usually to 4 never. In

1980, the mean for sophomores who stayed in school was 3.30; in 1982, the

mean was 3.37. This change indicates a significant reduction in this form
of uncooperative behavior by studints between their sophomore and senior

years. The change was found primarily among females, low and middle SES

students, Mexican-Americana and Blacks, and public school students.
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Table 7-3
I HAVE BEEN SUSPENDED OR PUT ON PROBATION IN SCHOOL

(PERCENT TRUE(

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE
N

(MINTED
N

1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

PERCENT

1982 SENIORS

PERCENT

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

DIFFERENCE

TOTAL

sue

20009 2573921 9.2 12.3 3.1*

MALE 9557 1253172 12.3 16.9 4.6*FEMALE

sew

10452 1320749 6.3 7.9 1.7*

LON 4355 523658 11.2 13.1 1.9*MIDDLE 9793 1303357 9.8 12.8 3.0*NIGH 5373 689506 6.0 10.3 4.3*

RACE:
UNITE 14938 2058966 8.1 11.8 3.7*SLACK 2378 291899 14.9 15.2 0.3ASIAN-ANERICAN 263 28220 8.8 8.4 -0.4AMERICAN INDIAN 157 20157 20.2 16.0 -4.2MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1322 89703 12.4 14.5 2.1PUERTO RICAN 221 21218 9.3 11.9 2.5OTHER HISPANIC 702 60693 12.6 14.1 1.5

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 17244 2309623 9.5 12.4 2.9*PRIVATE 645 75642 7.5 12.4 4.9*CATHOLIC 2120 188656 6.3 11.6 5.3*

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4593 607466 9.5 12.6 3.1*NORTH CENTRAL 5930 764787 8.2 11.9 3.7*SOUTH 6075 803604 10.4 12.3 2.8*WEST 3411 398042 8.5 12.6 4.1*

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6465 836747 10.9 15.7 4.8*ACADEMIC 8501 1061292 5.1 7.7 2.66VOCATIONAL 4942 663057 13.4 15.3 1.8

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3912 465333 10.1 11.9 1.89UBURBAN 10044 1253435 8.8 12.6 3.8*RURAL 6053 855153 9.3 12.1 2.8*
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Table 7-4
LAST FALL ABOUT HON MANY DAYS MERE YOU LATE TO SCHOOL?

(0=NONE; 6=21 OR MORE)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 21863 2802433 0.94 1.2 1.33 1.4 1.3 0.4* 0.3

SEX:
MALE 10699 1395127 0.98 1.2 1.43 1.4 1.3 0.4* 0.3

FEMALE 11164 1407306 0.90 1.1 1.22 1.3 1.2 0.3* 0.3

KV
LOW 4922 591534 0.92 1.2 1.20 1.3 1.2 0.3* 0.2

MIDDLE 10508 1394602 0.91 1.2 1.30 1.3 1.3 0.4* 0.3

HIGH 5682 728664 1.00 1.2 1.49 1.4 1.3 0.5* 0.4

RACE:
WHITE 15899 2187663 0.88 1.1 1.30 1.4 1.3 0.4* 0.3

BLACK 2848 352672 1.19 1.3 1.36 1.3 1.3 0.2* 0.1

ASIAN-AMERICAN 300 32761 1.01 1.3 1.47 1.5 1.4 0.5* 0.3

AMERICAN INDIAN 192 24480 1.24 1.3 1.59 1.5 1.4 0.4 0.3

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1567 108484 1.14 1.3 1.50 1.4 1.4 0.4* 0.3

PUERTO RICAN 248 24619 1.05 1.3 1.28 1.2 1.3 0.2 0.2

OTHER HISPANIC 773 67847 1.19 1.3 1.50 1.4 1.3 0.3* 0.2

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 18946 2527790 0.95 1.2 1.33 1.4 1.3 0.4* 0.3

PRIVATE 671 79228 1.17 1.3 1.57 1.4 1.4 0.4* 0.3

CATHOLIC 2246 195416 0.81 1.1 1.25 1.3 1.2 0.4* 0.4

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4827 636308 0.96 1.2 1.42 1.4 1.3 0.5* 0.4

NORTH CENTRAL 6476 829576 0.83 1.1 1.18 1.3 1.2 0.4* 0.3

SWIM 6798 900901 0.86 1.1 1.19 1.3 1.2 0.3* 0.3

WEST 3762 435647 1.31 1.4 1.74 1.5 1.4 0.4* 0.3

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 7152 920036 1.01 1.2 1.43 1.4 1.3 0.4* 0.3

ACADEMIC 8972 1117474 0.87 1.1 1.27 1.3 1.2 0.4* 0.3

VOCATIONAL 5611 749324 0.97 1.2 1.29 1.3 1.3 0.3* 0.3

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4492 530709 1.15 1.3 1.45 1.4 1.3 0.3* 0.2

SUBURBAN 10901 1360461 0.99 1.2 1.42 1.4 1.3 0.4* 0.3

RURAL 6470 911263 0.75 1.1 1.11 1.3 1.2 0.4* 0.3
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Table 7-5

HOW OFTEN DO YOU COME TO CLASS AND FIND YOURSELF WITHOUT BOOKS, PEhtIL OR PAPER?
(1=U5UALLY; 4=NEVER)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 21157 2711418 3.30 0.7 3.37 0.6 0.6 0.10 0.1

SEX:
MALE 10273 1339147 3.21 0.7 3.24 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0
FEMALE 10884 1372271 3.39 0.6 3.49 0.5 0.6 0.1* 0.2

SES:
LOW 4703 565797 3.28 0.7 3.39 0.6 0.7 0.1* 0.2
MIDDLE 10192 1352603 3.31 0.6 3.37 0.6 0.6 0.10 0.1
HIGH 5572 712746 3.33 0.6 3.36 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.1

RACE:
WHITE 15508 2131975 3.32 0.6 3.37 0.6 0.6 0.0* 0.1
BLACK 2681 330831 3.24 0.8 3.38 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1
ASIAN-AMERICAN 291 31696 3.33 0.7 3.38 0.6 0.7 0.1 0.1
AMERICAN INDIAN 180 22925 3.04 0.9 3.24 0.8 0.8 0.2 0.2
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1474 101587 3.20 0.8 3.37 0.7 0.8 0.20 0.2
PUERTO RICAN 242 23894 3.33 0.7 3.38 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.1
OTHER HISPANIC 746 64649 3.22 0.8 3.32 0.7 0.7 0.1 0.1

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 18294 2443053 3.30 0.7 3.37 0.6 0.6 0.10 0.1
PRIVATE 660 77012 3.28 0.6 3.31 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.1
CATHOLIC 2203 191354 3.32 0.6 3.36 0.5 0.6 0.0 0.1

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4737 625137 3.29 0.7 3.33 0.6 0.7 0.0 0.1
NORTH CENTRAL 6313 808863 3.33 0.6 3.40 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.1
SOUTH 6513 861022 3.30 0.7 3.37 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.1
WEST 3594 416395 3.28 0.7 3.37 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.1

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6878 885752 3.25 0.7 3.31 0.6 0.7 0.10 0.1
ACADEMIC 8793 1093810 3.38 0.6 3.43 0.5 0.6 0.00 0.1
VOCATIONAL 5365 717103 3.25 0.7 3.35 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4313 510484 3.31 0.7 3.41 0.6 0.7 0.1* 0.2
SUBURBAN 10554 1314134 3.30 0.7 3.36 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.1
RURAL 6290 886799 3.32 0.7 3.36 0.6 0.6 0.0* 0.1
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As another indicator of mild problem behavior, students were asked
how often they attended class with their homework not done. (See Table
7-6.) The scale was the same as for the preceding question. In 1980 the
mean for sophomores who remained in school was 2.91, or seldom. By 1982
this had risen to 2.97, a small but significant improvement. Males were
more likely to come to class without their homework done than were females.
Students in the academic curriculum were less likely not to have done
their homework than students in other curricula, but showed no change in
this behavior between 1980 and 1982.

To determine if students were involved in other, more serious forms
of misbehavior, the question, "I have had disciplinary problems in school
during the last year," was asked. As can be seen in Table 7-7, 15.2 per-
cent of the sophomores but only 12.7 percent of the seniors indicated that
this statement was true for them, a significant decrease of 2.6 percentage
points. Males had more disciplinary problems than females; low SES stu-
dents more than high SES students; Blacks, American Indians, and Hispanics
more than Whites or Asian Americans; and students in the general and
vocational curricula more than students in the academic curriculum.

Finally, students were asked if they had been in serious trouble
with the law. As can be seen in Table 7-8, 3.9 percent of the students
indicated that this was true in their sophomore year,and 3.6 percent
indicated that it was true in their senior year. This change is not
significant. Males, American Indians, and students in nonacademic curri-
cula were especially prone to problems with the law.

In summary, the frequency of both mild behavior problems and more
serious disciplinary problems decreased for these students between their
sophomore and senior years. There was, however, no change in the per-
centage of students having serious trouble with the law.

3. Program Choice

The students were asked if they had chosen the program they were in
or were assigned t.; it. The results are shown in Table 7-9. As can be
seen, in 1980 68.9 percent of the sophomores indicated that they had
chosen their program; by 1982 only 60.3 percent of the seniors indicated
that they had chosen their program. This decline, totaling 8.6 percentage
points across all groups of students, is most pronounced for students in
the general curriculum. In 1980, 64.5 percent of the students who were
in the general curriculum as seniors itiicated that they chose their
current curriculum; in 1982, only 46.3 percent of the seniors in the
general curriculum said that they had chosen it. There was also a
decline between 1980 and 1982 in the percentage of students saying they
had chosen the academic curriculum. However, there was an increase in
the proportion of students choosing the vocational curriculum.

These results suggest that between 1980 and 1982 a large number of
students who initially chose to be in the general curriculum became
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Table 7-6
HOW OFTEN DO YOU COME TO CLASS AND FIND YOURSELF WITHOUT YOUR HOMEWORK DONE?

(1=USUALLY; 4=NEVER)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN sCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN sCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 21357 2736381 2.91 0.8 2.97 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1
SEX:

MALE 10391 1353969 2.82 0.8 2.85 0.8 0.8 0.0 0.0FEMALE 10966 1382412 3.00 0.7 3.09 0.6 0.7 0.1* 0.1

SES:
LON 4769 573282 2.88 0.8 3.00 0.7 0.8 0.1* 0.2MIDDLE 10288 1364739 2.90 0.8 2.96 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1HIGH 5593 715757 2.97 0.7 2.97 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0

RACE:
NH/TE 15616 2146720 2.92 0.7 2.96 0.7 0.7 0.0* 0.1BLACK 2733 337728 2.90 0.8 3.03 0.7 0.8 0.1* 0.2ASIAN-AMERICAN 289 31479 3.05 0.8 2.99 0.8 0.8 -0.1 -0.1AMERICAN INDIAN 183 23333 2.77 0.9 2.89 0.8 0.9 0.1 0.1MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1500 103340 2.78 0.8 2.98 0.8 0.8 0.2* 0.2PUERTO RICAN 246 24433 2.94 0.9 2.98 0.8 0.8 0.0 0.0OTHER HISPANIC 754 65439 2.85 0.8 2.92 0.8 0.8 0.1 0.1

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 18478 2466817 2.90 0.8 2.97 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1PRIVATE 663 77207 2.98 0.7 2.88 0.7 0.7 -0.1 -0.2CATHOLIC 2216 192357 3.03 0.7 3.00 0.7 0.7 -0.0 -0.0

GEOGRAPHIC REG/OH:
NORTHEAST 4786 630509 2.94 0.8 2.96 0.7 0.8 0.0 0.0NORTH CENTRAL 6347 813347 2.91 0.7 2.97 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1SOUTH 6600 873015 2.91 0.8 2.98 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1NEST 3624 419510 2.87 0.8 2.95 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6951 895324 2.83 0.8 2.91 0.7 0.8 0.1* 0.1ACADEMIC 8839 1099255 3.03 0.7 3.02 0.6 0.7 -0.0 -0.0VOCATIONAL 5443 726731 2.84 0.8 2.98 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.2

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4356 515148 2.91 0.8 2.98 0.7 0.8 0.1* 0.1SUBURBAN 10652 1326707 2.92 0.8 2.96 0.7 0.7 0.0* 0.1RURAL 6349 894525 2.91 0.8 2.97 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1
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Table 7-7

I HAVE HAD DISCIPLINARY PROBLEMS IN SCHOOL DURING THE LAST YEAR
(PERCENT TRUE)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE
N

WEIGHTED
N

1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

-PERCeNT

1982 SENIORS

PERCENT

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

DIFFERENCE

TOTAL 20017 2574434 15.2 12.7 -2.6*

SEX:
MALE 9561 1253726 19.0 16.6 -2.4*
FEMALE 10456 1320708 11.6 8.9 -2.7*

SES:
LOW 4357 523064 20.1 15.6 -4.5*
MIDDLE 9797 1304790 15.1 12.3 -2.8*
HIGH 5378 690051 10.9 10.3 -0.6

RACE:
WHITE 14932 2058145 13.9 11.3 -2.6*

BLACK 2386 292924 21.1 18.8 -2.3
ASIAN-AMERICAN 265 28468 14.4 14.0 -0.4

AMERICAN INDIAN 159 20235 25.3 18.1 -7.2

MEXICAWAMERICAN 1324 89575 22.1 17.5 -4.6*
PUERTO RICAN 220 21186 22.7 20.5 -2.2
OTHER HISPANIC 703 60938 17.6 15.4 -2.3

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 17249 2309823 15.4 12.9 -2.5*
PRIVATE 645 75792 16.0 11.9 -4.1
CATHOLIC 2123 188819 13.3 10.2 -3.2*

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4591 607408 15.2 12.0 -3.1*
NORTH CENTRAL 5929 764636 14.6 12.0 -2.7*

SOUTH 6081 803914 15.9 13.6 -2.3*
NEST 3416 398476 15.2 13.1 -2.0

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6461 836378 19.4 16.2 -3.3*

ACADEMIC 8512 1062694 9.1 8.1 -0.9

VOCATIONAL 4941 662427 19.5 15.4 -4.2*

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3913 465561 15.3 13.8 -1.5
SUBURBAN 10050 1253524 14.6 12.0 -2.6*
RURAL 6054 855349 16.1 13.0 -3.1*
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Table 7-8

I HAVE BEEN IN SERIOUS TROUBLE WITH THE LAN
(PERCENT TRUE)

LONGITUDINAL CMPARISONS FOR THOSE ST/LL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

PERCENT

1982 SEN/ORS

PERCENT

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

DIFFERENCE

TOTAL 19504 2509994 3.9 3.6 -0.3

SEX:
MALE 9219 1209359 6.3 6.1 -0.2FEMALE 10285 1300634 1.7 1.3 -0.4

SES:
LOW 4191 504676 4.0 3.7 -0.3MIDDLE 9567 1274564 3.9 3.7 -0.2HIGH 5286 677508 3.5 3.2 -0.3

RACE:
WHITE 14679 2020774 3.8 3.7 -0.1BLACK 2245 274024 4.0 2.8 -1.2ASIAN-AMERICAN 252 27203 4.2 1.8 -2.4AMERICAN INDIAN 151 19480 11.7 9.3 -2.5MEXICAN-AMER/CAN 1244 85100 3.7 3.6 -0.1PUERTO RICAN 217 21065 6.9 4.5 -2.4OTHER HISPANIC 687 59337 4.9 4.0 -0.9

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 16784 2250470 4.0 3.7 -0.2PRIVATE 638 74702 5.0 2.7 -2.4CATHOLIC 2082 184822 2.8 2.3 -0.5

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4572 604269 3.8 3.2 -0.6NORTH CENTRAL 5e41 754095 4.2 4.1 -0.0SOUTH 5804 764783 3.5 3.1 -0.4WEST 3287 386847 4.3 4.1 -0.1

CURRICULUM:
bENERAL 6285 812967 5.1 4.8 -0.4ACADEMIC 8345 1042999 2.0 2.0 0.0VOCATIONAL 4777 642046 5.4 4.6 -0.7

COMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3799 452627 3.4 2.9 -0.5SUBURBAN 9803 1220937 3.9 3.6 -0.2RURAL 5902 836430 4.2 4.0 -0.3
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Table 7-9
WERE YOU ASSIGNED TO THE PROGRAM YOU ARE NOW IN, OR DID YOU CHOOSE IT YOURSELF?

(PERCENT "CHOSE IT MYSELF")

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

PERCENT

1982 SENIORS

PERCENT

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

DIFFERENCE

TOTAL 21277 2728584 68.9 60.3 -8.6*

SEX:
HALE 10392 1355079 68.2 60.4 -7.9*
FEMALE 10885 1373505 69.6 60.3 -9.3*

SES:
LOW 4759 573626 63.9 56.3 -7.6*
MIDDLE 10245 1.359366 70.3 61.9 -8.4*
HIGH 5555 710894 71.8 61.8 -10.0*

RACE:
WHITE 15527 2136478 72.1 63.3 -8.8*
BLACK 2762 341303 54.7 47.3
ASIAN-AMERICAN 280 30350 71.0 55.9 -15.1*
AMERICAN INDIAN 186 23507 58.9 59.1 0.1
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1483 103117 60.5 52.2 -8.3*
PUERTO RICAN 243 24038 61.4 57.0 -4.4
OTHER HISPANIC 758 658e2 60.7 48.6 -12.1*

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 18425 2460984 70.6 60.7 -9.9*
PRIVATE 655 77749 58.0 60.8 2.8
CATHOLIC 2197 189852 52.1 55.3 3.2

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4755 626953 72.4 63.3 -9.2*
NORTH CENTRAL 6328 810992 68.9 62.9 -6.0*
SOUTH 6588 873335 65.3 57.4 -7.9*
WEST 3606 417305 71.3 57.3 -14.1*

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6890 888068 64.5 46.3 -18.2*
ACADEMIC 8798 1094261 72.8 64.5 -8.3*
VOCATIONAL 5484 733288 68.7 71.6 E.,*

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4349 515436 66.2 58.4 -7.7*
SUBURBAN 10613 1320902 70.5 60.8 -9.7*
RURAL 6315 892246 68.2 60.8 -7.4*
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dissatisfied with it and transferred out of it and into other curricula
leaving the general curriculum as the only place where the majority of
seniors said they were placed by assignment rather than by choice.

4. Course-Taking Behavior

In 1982, as seniors, the students were asked a number of questions
about their course-taking behavior. These responses can, in some but not
all cases, be compared to the course-taking behavior derived from the
transcript analysis. (See Chapter 5 for transcript data.)

Large percentages of the students indicated that they had taken a
remedial course or program--44.3 percent said they had been in remedial
English, and 40.1 percent said they had been in remedial mathematics.
(See Tables 7-10 and 7-11.) The comparable percentages based on the
transcript analysis are 13.5 percent of students taking remedial English
and 15.8 percent of students taking basic skills mathematics.

Large percentages also indicated that they had taken advanced or
honors programs--35.3 percent said they had taken advanced English, and
32.8 percent said they had taken advanced mathematics. (See Tables 7-12
and 7-13.) The comparable percentages from the transcript analysis are
13.3 percent taking advanced English and 43.7 percent taking advanced
mathematics. (It should be noted, however, that in the transcript
analysis the term advanced mathematics was used to indicate mathematics
beyond Algebra I and Geometry I rather than honors or Advanced Placement
mathematics courses).

The students were asked as sophomores and again as seniors how much
course work they had taken in a variety of areas. These results are
summarized in Table 7-14. Detailed tables on self-reported course taking
are included in Appendix E.

As can be seen, the students took more courses in English (3.6)
between 1980 and 1982 than in any other subject area. History and social
studies came next (3.0), followed by mathematics (2.1) and science (1.7).
The number of courses taken between the sophomore and senior years
should, of course, be directly related to growth on the HS&B achievement
tests. We would expect greater growth in those areas with the greatest
1980-1982 differences and less growth in areas where much of the learning
preceded the sophomore test, such as science, when the typical student
took more work prior to the 1980 test than between the 1980 and the 1982
test.



Table 7-10

HAVE YOU EVER BEEN IN A REMEDIAL ENGLISH COURSE OR PROGRAM IN HIGH SCHOOL?
1PERCENT YES1

1982 SENIORS

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
PERCENT

TOTAL 23709 2740441 44.3

SEX:
MALE 11715 1368188 47.3
FEMALE 11994 1372253 41.3

SES:
LON 4884 524104 55.1
MIDDLE 10447 1245929 47.5
HIGH 5646 652596 32.5

RACE:
WHITE 17030 2129153 43.2 I

h)
InACK 3125 339211 48.4 P"
ASIAN-AMERICAN 343 35391 37.8 CO

1

AMERICAN INDIAN 211 24334 62.2
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1730 106865 50.0
PUERTO R/CAN 301 26159 53.0
OTHER HISPANIC 881 69879 44.6

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 20643 2465558 44.8
PRIVATE 750 80577 43.3
CATHOLIC 2316 194307 38.5

GEOGRAPHIC REG/ON:
NORTHEAST 5471 655824 37.5
NORTH CENTRAL 6901 797544 49.8
SOUM 7134 848500 45.2
HEST 4203 438573 43.0

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 7837 906703 54.6
ACADEMIC 9547 1075830 29.0
VOCATIONAL 61d. 741827 53.8

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 5065 537456 44.1
SUBURBAN 11834 1342806 42.6
RURAL 6810 860179 47.3
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Table 7-11

HAVE YOU EVER BEEN IN A REMEDIAL MATHEMATICS COURSE OR PROGRAM IN HIGH SCHOOL?
(PERCENT YES)

1982 SENIORS

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
PERCENT

TOTAL 23680 2736662 40.1

SEX:
MALE 11693 1365109 42.4
FEMALE 11987 1371553 37.8

SES:
LOW 4879 524086 51.4
MIDDLE 10432 1243995 42.6
HIGH 5639 651554 28.9

RACE:
WHITE 17013 2127007 37.8
BLACK 3121 338561 48.6
ASIAN-AMERICAN 343 35391 34.5
AMERICAN INDIAN 210 24214 55.2
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1730 106679 48.9
PUERTO RICAN 301 26124 52.9
OTHER HISPANIC 87'i 69235 47.5

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 20621 2462393 40.4
PRIVATE 749 80401 40.1
CATHOLIC 2310 193867 35.9

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5475 656199 36.2
NORTH CENTRAL 6885 795683 43.0
SOUTH 7124 847229 40.5
WEST 4196 437551 39.8

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 7815 904165 49.6
ACADEMIC 9541 1074435 25.4
VOCATIONAL 6180 742189 49.6

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 5065 537136 41.5
SUBURBAN 11812 1340411 38.2
RURAL 6803 859115 42.2
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Table 7-12

HAVE YOU EVER BEEN IN AN ADVANCED OR HONORS PROGRAM IN ENGLISH IN HIGH SCHOOL?
(PERCENT YES)

1982 SENIORS

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
PERCENT

TOTAL 23675 2736156 35.3

SEX:
MALE 11692 1365247 31.8
FEMALE 11983 1370909 38.9

SES:
LON 4878 524100 27.5
MIDDLE 10427 1242680 35.0
HIGH 5647 652549 47.8

RACE:
WHITE 17015 2126829 36.0
BLACK 3119 338393 33.8
ASIAN-AMERICAN 343 35342 44.5
AMERICAN INDIAN 211 24333 31.1
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1727 106544 27.9
PUERTO RICAN 299 25984 33.9
OTHER HISPANIC 873 69269 31.4

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 20611 2461401 34.8
PRIVATE 751 80914 39.1
CATHOLIC 2313 193840 40.7

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5471 655918 34.8
NORTH CENTRAL 6887 795904 35.3
SOUTH 7124 846628 34.2
NEST 4193 437706 38.4

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 7805 903439 23.4
ACADEMIC 9557 1076693 53.3
VOCATIONAL 6168 740028 23.9

COMMMITY TYPE:
URBAN 5063 536529 37.0
SUBURBAN 11806 1340168 35.9
RURAL 6806 859459 33.5
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Table 7-13

HAVE YOU EVER BEEN IN AN ADVANCED OR HONORS PROGRAM IN MATHEMATICS IN HIGH SCHOOL?
(PERCENT YES)

1982 SENIORS

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
PERCENT

TOTAL 23659 2734190 32.8

SEX:
MALE 11682 1363704 33.9
FEMALE 11977 1370486 31.6

SES:
LOW 4868 523316 26.2
MIDDLE 10419 1241878 32.8
HIGH 5652 652758 43.8

RACE:
WHITE 17007 2125456 33.7
BLACK 3117 338057 29.7
AS/AN-AMERICAN 344 35479 48.5
AMERICAN INDIAN 210 24302 28.4
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1723 106332 25.6
PUERTO RICAN 296 25649 23.4
OTHER HISPANIC 873 69297 28.2

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 20592 2459258 31.7
PRIVATE 751 80738 40.0
CATHOLIC 2316 194193 43.0

GEOGRAPHIC REG/ON:
NORTHEAST 5469 655528 32.5
NORTH CENTRAL 6880 795071 34.0
SOUTH n16 845916 31.7
WEST 4194 437674 33.1

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 7799 902944 21.6
ACADEMIC 9551 1075476 50.0
VOCATIONAL 6164 739774 21.5

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 5049 535260 32.0
SUBURBAN 11809 1340085 33.7
RURAL 6801 858844 31.9
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Table 7-14

Students' Reports of Mean Amount of
Course Work by Subject, 1980 and 1982

Scale: 0 none, 3 more than 1 year (sophomores), 7 more
than 3 years (seniors)

1980
Sophomores

1982

Seniors

Difference
(Number of

Courses Taken)
r

English or literature 2.23 5.84 3.6*

History or social science 1.59 4.59 3.0*

Mathematics 2.04 4.18 2.1*

Science 1.81 3.47 1.7*

Spanish 0.54 0.96 04*

French 0.32 0.61 03*

German 0.11 0.18 0.1*

%

Business, office or sales 0.65 2.14 1.5*

Technical 0.25 0.70 0.4*

Trade and industry 0.32 0.99 0.7*

Other vocational courses 0.59 1.24 0.6*

*Significant increase
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Table 7-15

Number of Courses Taken in Various Subjects
Between 1980 and 1982 by Curriculum

Academic General Vocational
English or literature 3.8 3.5 3.4

History or social science 3.2 3.0 2.8

Mathematics 2.9 1.7 1.5

Science 2.5 1.3 0.9

Spanish 0.7 0.3 0.1

French 0.5 0.2 0.1

German 0.2 0.0 0.0

Business, office or sales 1.3 1.5 1.9

Technical 0.3 0.4 0.7

Trade and industry 0.3 0.7 1.2

Other vocational courses 0.4 0.7 1.0

Total 16.1 13.3 13.6
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Table 7-15 summarizes, by curriculum, the number of courses taken by
students between 1980 and 1982. As can be seen, academic curriculum
students took more courses in the new basics than did general or vocational
curriculum students. This corresponds to the findings in the transcript
analysis. It was somewhat surprising to discover that academic curriculum
students also took 2.3 courses in vocational areas. General curriculum
students took 3.3 courses in vocational areas while vocational students
took 4.8 vocational courses. Between 1980 and 1982 academic curriculum
students took a total of 16.01 courses in the new basics and vocational
areas, while general curriculum students took 13.3 such courses and
vocational students took 13.6 such courses.

The students were also asked questions about specific courses which
are also included in the transcript analysis. These include Algebra I,
Geometry, Biology, Chemistry, Physics and Computer Programming. The
student questionnaire results and comparable figures from the transcript
analysis are shown in Table 7-16. (Detailed tables are included in
Appendix E.)

Table 7-16

Percentage of Students Taking Selected Courses

Student Transcript
Reported Analysis

Algebra I 78.2 65.9 (Does not include Pre-Algebra)
Geometry 55.5 47.6 (Does not include Pre-Geometry)

Biology 79.3 78.7 (Includes both functional
Biology and Biology I)

Chemistry 37.9 32.8 (Includes both functional
Chemistry and Chemistry I)

Physics 20.9 15.5 (Includes both functional
Physics and Physics I)

Computer 18.8 5.5
Programming

Some of the differences between student reports and the transcripts
are due to the fact that the transcript analysis includes grades 9-12,
but the questionnaire includes only grades 10-12. The differences may
also be attributed to the ways in which the courses were grouped in the
transcript analysis. Other differences may be caused by student confusion
about the exact meaning of advanced or remedial courses. Nevertheless,
it appears as if student reports of course-taking behavior tend to inflate
actual course-taking as determined from the transcripts.

Students were also asked about two types of special courses or pro-
grams: 1) those that involved learning activities outside of school, such
as on-the-job training, practice, and internships; and 2) bilingual or
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Table 7-17

HOW MUCH OF YOUR SCHOOL DAY HAVE YOU SPENT IN PROGRAMS OUTSIDE OF SCHOOL THIS YEAR?
(1=NONE) 5=MORE THAN 1/2 DAY)

1982 SENIORS

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 23577 2724236 1.82 1.3

SEX:
MALE 11636 1359096 1.78 1.3
FEMALE 11941 1365140 1.86 1.3

SES:
LOW 4841 520621 1.88 1.3
MIDDLE 10405 1239555 1.85 1.3
HIGH 5617 647717 1.69 1.2

RACE:
WHITE 16948 2116967 1.79 1.3
BLACK 3121 338759 1.97 1.4
ASIAN-AMERICAN 332 34438 1.68 1.1
AMERICAN INDIAN 209 23833 2.21 1.6
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1703 105298 1.91 1.3
MEMO RICAN 299 25740 1.67 1.2
OTHER HISPANIC 874 69302 1.94 1.4

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 20506 2449284 1.84 1.3
PRIVATE 754 80720 1.57 1.0
CATHOLIC 2317 194232 1.61 1.1

GEOGRAPHIC REG/ON:
NORTHEAST 5500 659007 1.68 1.2
NORTH CENTRAL 6862 792243 1.78 1.3
SOUTH 7100 843399 1.94 1.4
NEST 4115 429587 1.84 1.3

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 7752 897430 1.77 1.3
ACADEMIC 9503 1069978 1.60 1.1
VOCATIONAL 6179 741108 2.19 1.5

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 5027 531995 1.83 1.3
SUBURBAN 11744 1330902 1.83 1.3
RURAL 6806 861339 1.79 1.3
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Tab le 7- 18

HAVE YOU tVER BEEN IN A BILINGUAL OR BICULTURAL PROGRAM IN HIGH SCHOOL?
(PERCENT YES)

1982 SENIORS

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
PERCENT

TOTAL 23608 2728576 17.8

SEX:
MALE 11656 1361138 16.5
FEMALE 11952 1367437 19.0

SES:
LOW 4864 522575 14.2
MIDDLE 10401 1240048 17.2
HIGH 5631 650933 24.9

RACE:
WHITE 16971 2121743 17.8
BLACK 3103 336752 14.3
ASIAN-AMERICAN 342 35225 22.8
AMERICAN INDIAN 210 24216 14.4
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1724 106134 22.2
PUERTO RICAN 299 25984 31.1
OTHER HISPANIC 870 68904 21.6

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 20555 2454415 17.0
PRIVATE 745 80203 16.9
CATHOLIC 2308 193958 28.4

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5462 654655 20.6
NORTH CENTRAL 6864 793874 17.3
SOUTH 7100 844045 14.5
WEST 4182 436002 20.5

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 7787 901143 12.9
ACADEMIC 9514 1071816 25.9
VOCATIONAL 6163 739652 12.0

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 5040 534064 17.2
SUBURBAN 11773 1336572 19.8
RURAL 6795 857940 14.9
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bicultural programs. The typical student spent comparatively little time
in out-of-school learning programs (See Table 7-17); vocational curriculum
students were the major group involved in this type of learning. Nearly
eighteen percent (17.8) of all seniors indicated that they had been in a
bilingual or bicultural program. (See Table 7-18.)

Students who indicated that English was not their first language
were asked a series of questions about their participation in special
courses. The replies are summarized in Table 7-19, below. (See Appendix
E for detailed tables.)

Table 7-19

Percentage of Students Whose First Language was
Not English Taking Special Courses in Grades 10-12

English for students from non-English-
speaking backgrounds

Reading and writing in student's first
language

Other subjects taught in first language

Course in history and culture of ancestors'
country of origin

14.1

28.8

15.5

30.3

The results indicate that nearly 20 percent of all students took
part in a bilingual or bicultural program and that programs teaching the
history and culture of one's ancestor's homeland and a program teaching
reading and writing in the student's first tongue reached about 30
percent of all students whose native language was not English.

In summary, these results in this section suggest that self-report
information on course-taking may be less accurate than the transcript data.

5. Extracurricular Activities

Students were asked, in 1980 and 1982, if they participated in various
extracurricular school activities or in similar activities out-of-school.
The responses are summarized in Table 7-20. (Other questions about extra-
curricular participation, involving student government, honorary societies,
and newspaper or yearbook participation were asked only in the senior
year and are not included here.) The cross-tabulation tables are included
in Appendix E.

Students who remained in school significantly decreased their
participation in most extracurricular activities between their sophomore
and senior years. The exceptions to this are: 1) vocational education
clubs, which showed an increase of ten percentage points, from 14.3
percent of the sophomores to 24.3 percent of the seniors, and 2) debate
and drama, which increased by 2.8 percentage points, from 10.8 percent of
sophomores to 13.6 percent of seniors. The largest decline was in
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subject matter clubs. Athletics was the most popular extracurricular
activity and the only one involving a majority of the students.

These findings suggest that students may become less involved in
extracurricular activities as they grow older and spend more time on some
of the kinds of out-of-school activities discussed later in this chapter.

Table 7-20

Percent of Students Participating in
Extracurricular Activities

1980 1982 Difference

Athletics 57.2 52.8

Church Groups 41.0 37.6 -3.4*

Vocational Ed Clubs 14.3 24.3 10.0*

Subject Matter Clubs 26.9 20.9 -6.0*

Community/Jr. Achievement 24.7 20.8 -3.9*

Chorus/Dance 22.9 19.8 -3.1*

Hobby Clubs 20.7 19.4 -1.3*

Band/Orchestra 17.2 14.8 -2.4*

Cheerleaders, pop, etc. 15.0 14.7 -0.3*

Debate/Drama 10.8 13.6 2.8*

*Significant difference

6. Homework

The final school-related behavior covered in this study is the
amount of homework done by students. The students were asked the
number of hours of homework done each week. The results are shown in
Table 7-21. The scale ranged from 0 = none to 5 = 10 or more hours of
homework per week.

In 1980 the sophomores had a mean of 2.70, or between three and four
hours of homework a week. In 1982 these students, as seniors, had a mean
of 2.62, indicating a small but statistically significant decline in the
amount of homework done. The decline was significant for males, middle
SES students, Whites, public school students, students in the Northeast,
students in the general and vocational curricula, and students from
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Table 7-21
APPROXIMATELY WHAT IS THE AVERAGE AMOUNT OF T/ME YOU SPEND ON HOMEWORK A WEEK/

(0=NONE: ;MORE THAN 10 HOURS A WEEK)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
MHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 21345 2735591 2.70 1.2 2.62 1.4 1.3 -0.1* -0.1

SEX:
MALE 10346 1349431 2.49 1.3 2.37 1.4 1.3 -0.1* -0.1
FEMALE 10999 1386161 2.91 1.2 2.87 1.3 1.3 -0.0 -0.0

SES:
LOW 4751 570459 2.41 1.2 2.40 1.3 1.3 -0.0 -0.0
MIDDLE 10284 1363336 2.64 1.2 2.53 1.4 1.3 -0.1* -0.1
HIGH 5616 720363 3.09 1.2 3.01 1.4 1.3 -0.1 -0.1

RACE:
WHITE 15581 2143798 2.75 1.2 2.63 1.4 1.3 -0.1* -0.1
BLACK 2754 340392 2.54 1.2 2.65 1.3 1.3 0.1 0.1
ASIAN-AMERICAN 296 32110 3.26 1.3 3.46 1.4 1.3 0.2 0.2
AMERICAN INDIAN 178 22753 2.40 1.3 2.26 1.4 1.3 -0.1 -0.1
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1509 103877 2.34 1.2 2.41 1.3 1.3 0.1 0.0
PUERTO RICAN 244 24153 2.50 1.3 2.36 1.3 1.3 -0.1 -0.1
OTHER HISPANIC 748 64714 2.60 1.2 2.55 1.4 1.3 -0.0

11104
SCHOOL TYPE: a

PUBLIC 18446 2463006 2.64 1.2 2.56 1.4 1.3 -0.1* 41-0.1
PRIVATE 663 77878 3.42 1.2 3.32 1.4 1.3 -0.1 -0.1
CATHOLIC 2236 194708 3.27 1.2 3.20 1.3 1.3 -0.1 -0.1

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4744 624874 2.89 1.3 2.73 1.4 1.4 -0.2* -0.1
NORTH CENTRAL 6339 812599 2.71 1.2 2.67 1.4 1.3 -0.0 -0.0
SOUTH 6605 874164 2.56 1.2 2.49 1.3 1.3 -0.1 -0.1
WEST 3657 423954 2.73 1.3 2.66 1.4 1.3 -0.1 -0.0

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6950 ,94518 2.41 1.2 2.23 1.3 1.2 -0.2* -0.1
ACADEMIC 8895 1107313 3.16 1.2 3.20 1.3 1.2 0.0 0.0

' VOCATIONAL 5384 719265 2.36 1.2 2.22 1.3 1.2 -0.1* -0.1

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4368 516211 2.67 1.3 2.68 1.4 1.3 0.0 0.0
SUBURBAN 10670 1331242 2.77 1.2 2.69 1.4 1.3 -0.1* -0.1
RURAL 6307 8148138 2.62 1.2 2.49 1.4 1.3 -0.1* -0.1
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suburban and rural communities. This decline may represent a "senior
slump" as students who have finished required courses take less demanding
work, or it may reflect increased time being spent on other, out-of-school
activities. The nature and extent of these out-of-school activities will
be explored in the next section.

In summary, between 1980 and 1982 the students' school-related be-
haviors showed several significant changes. The students had increased
attendance problems but fewer disciplinary problems. They were more
likely as seniors, than as sophomores, to be in a school program that
they did not choose. The students reported doing less homework as seniors
than they had as sophomores.

B. OUT-OF-SCHOOL ACTIVITIES

This section covers the students' out-of-school activities. It

begins with an analysis of the type and extent of any paid work done by
the students. Next TV watching is examined. The next section covers
other activities, such as reading, dating, and talking with friends and
the extent of leadership activities. The final two sections deal with
the extent to which parents monitor students' out-of-school activities
and with peer influences.

1. Paid Work

The BS&B students were asked a series of questions, in 1980 anti
again in 1982, about paid work. These included whether the student did
such work at the time of the survey or previously, the type of work done,
number of hours spent, the wages received, how earnings were spent, the
amount of training received, and attitudes about work.

In 1980, 41.5 percent of the sophomores who stayed in school indicated
that they had worked fot pay in the week preceding the survey. By their
senior year, in 1982, 64.0 percent indicated that they had worked during
the preceding week. (See Table 7-22.) This increase of 22.5 percentage
points was significant and affected every group.

Students were also asked the most recent time they had worked for
pay. The scale extends from 0 = never, to 1 = before last summer, to 6 =
last week. As can be seen in Table 7-23, the mean for sophomores was
3.75 (between since school started and within the last three months). By
1982, the mean for seniors was 4.22 (about two months earlier). The
shift in recency of work is significant and affects almost every group.

The type of paid work done by
is summarized in Table 7-24. (See
classification variables.) As can
work, two traditionally low-paying
types of employment.
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Table 7-22

DID YOU 00 ANY WORK FOR PAY LAST WEEK, NOT COUNTING MORK AROUND THE HOUSE?
(PERCENT YES)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES 1982.4980
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL 1982 SENIORS DIFFERENCE

PERCENT PERCENT DIFFERENCE

TOTAL 21549 2762434 41.5 64.0 22.5*

SEX:
MALE 10502 1369716 42.9 65.8 23.0*
FEMALE 11047 1392718 40.2 62.2 21.9*

SES:
LON 4828 580017 35.2 58.1 23.0*
MIDDLE 10372 1376919 43.2 66.7 23.5*
HIGH 5615 719109 44.1 64.5 20.5*

RACE:
WHITE 15710 2161404 44.6 66.8 22.2*
BLACK 2790 345709 27.4 51.1 23.7*
ASIAN-AMERICAN 292 31760 28.3 49.0 20.7*
AMERICAN INDIAN 186 23645 45.4 56.1 10.7
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1529 105223 35.6 59.8 24.1*
PUERTO RICAN 244 24166 20.7 51.1 30.4*
1THER HISPANIC 763 66732 38.7 61.8 23.0*

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 18660 2490413 41.3 64.1 22.7*
PRIVATE 667 78755 39.8 51.7 11.9*
CATHOLIC 2222 193266 44.8 68.0 23.1*

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4794 632393 43.2 65.3 22.2*
NORTH CENTRAL 6401 820047 45.2 66.8 21.6*
SOUTH 6699 887499 36.2 60.7 24.5*
WEST 3655 422496 43.4 63.6 20.2*

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 7030 005250 41.4 62.2 20.7*
ACADEMIC 8879 1104662 40.0 62.1 22.1*
VOCATIONAL 5511 736890 43.8 69.2 25.4*

,COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4399 519981 36.2 61.9 25.6*
SUBURBAN 10731 1337398 43.2 66.0 22.8*
RURAL 6419 905056 42.1 62.3 20.1*
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Table 7-23

NHEN WAS THE HOST RECENT TIME YOU WORKED FOR PAY, NOT COUNTING WORK AROUND THE HOUSE?
(0=NEVER WORKED FOR PAY; 1=BEFORE LAST SUMMER; 6=LAST WEEK)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
NHO STAYED IN SCHOOL 1982 SENIORS

POOLED 1982-1980 EFFECT
MEAN S.D. MEAN S.D. S.D. DIFFERENCE SIZE

10TAL 21653 2776795 3.75 2.2

SEX:
MALE 10578 1380564 3.78 2.1
FEMALE 11075 1396231 3.72 2.3

3ES:
LON 4857 584331 3.29 2.2
MIDDLE 10420 1383342 3.87 2.2

' MICH 5652 725055 3.98 2.1

MACE:
WHITE 15806 2175138 3.99 2.1
BLACK 2793 344825 2.70 2.2
ASIAN-AMERICAN 297 32299 2.69 2.4
AHERICAN INDIAN 189 23981 3.52' 2.1
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1532 106164 3.23 2.2
PUERTO RICAN 244 24005 2.26 2.0
OTHER HISPANIC 757 66589 3.41 2.2

'SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 18755 2503830 3.74 2.2
PRIVATE 669 78732 3.74 2.2
CATHOLIC 2229 194232 3.90 2.2

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4797 632418 3.83 2.2
NORTH CENTRAL 6425 822753 4.02 2.1
SOUTH 6701 888900 3.41 2.2
NEST 3730 432724 3.83 2.2

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 7081 911119 3.73 2.2
ACADEMIC 8922 1111477 3.79 2.2
VOCATIONAL 5529 739327 3.72 2.2

COHHUNITy TYPE:
URBAN 4426 522389 3.31. 2.3
SUBURBAN 10805 1349806 3.89 2.2
RURAL 6422 904600 3.81 2.1

25 4

4.22 2.4 2.3 0.5*

4.33 2.3 2.2 0.6*
4.10 2.4 2.3 0.4*

3.71 2.5 2.4 0.4*
4.37 2.3 2.2 0.5*
4.41 2.3 2.2 0.4*

4.46 2.3 2.2 0.5*
3.15 2.6 2.4 0.5*
3.13 2.6 2,5 0.4
3.59 2.6 2.4 0.1
3.69 2.5 2.4 0.5*
2.99 2.6 2.3 0.7*
3.91 2.4 2.3 0.5*

4.21 2.4 2.3 0.5*
3.81 2.5 2.3 0.1
4.44 2.3 2.3 0.5*

4.31 2.3 2.3 0.5*
4.42 2.3 2.2 0.4*
3.97 2.5 2.4 0.6*
4.20 2.4 2.3 0.4*

4.12 2.4 2.3 0.4*
4.27 2.4 2.3 0.5*
4.26 2.4 2.3 0.5*

3.93 2.5 2.4 0.6*
4.37 2.3 2.2 0.5*
4.15 2.4 2.3 0.3*

0.2

0.2
0.2

0.2
0.2
0.2

0.2
0.2
0.2
0.0
0.2
0.3
0.2

,

0.2
0.0
0.2

0.2 '

0.2
0.2
0.2

0.2
0.2
0.2 4

0.3
0.2

;
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Table 7-24

Percent of Students by Type of Work
in Current or Most Recent Job

1980

Sophomores
1982

Seniors Difference

Child Care 25.22 8.12 -17.10

Lawn Work 11.26 4.85 - 6.41

Farm Work 8.21 4.47 - 3.74

Food Service 7.60 18.31 +10.71

Other Manual Work 6.87 8.47 + 1.60

Clerk 4.83 19.12 +14.29

Skilled Labor 2.39 4.13 + 1.74

Office 2.00 7.74 + 5.74

Factory 1.34 4.47 + 3.13

Health Care 0.82 2.58 + 1.76

Other 17.50 10.79 - 6.71

Because all of the suniors had worked for pay but approximately 12
percent of the sophomores had never worked for pay, the sophomore-to-senior
comparisons regarding type of paid work are not entirely comparable.
By 1982, when these students were seniors, the most common jobs were food
service and clerical work. None of the seniors reported that they had
never worked for pay.

The students were asked next about the number of hours they spent
working each week. The results are shown in Tables 7-25. The scale
extends from 0 = none to 6 = 35 hours or more per week. In 1980 the mean
number of hours of work by the sophomores was 2.43, or about 9 hours per
week. By 1982 the mean had risen to 3.18, or about 16 hours per week.
This significant increase was comparable across all groups of students.

Wage information is presented in Table 7-26. In 1980, the mean wage
was $2.51 per hour. By 1982, the mean wage had risen to $3.58 per hour.
This increase of more than a dollar an hour is highly significant and
occurs in every group. The increase in hourly wages probably represents
both changes in the type of work done and inflation during this period.

The students were also asked in 1982 how they used the money they
earned. The responses, which are summarized in Table 7-27, were rated on
a four-point scale ranging from 0 = none to 3 = most. More detailed
tables by classification variables can be found in Appendix E.



Table 7-25
HOW MANY HOURS 00/DID YOU WORK A WEEK ON YOUR CURRENT OR MOST RECENT JOB?

11=1-4 HOURS PER WEEK) 6=35 HOURS OR MORE PER WEEK)

LONGITUDINAL C9MPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 14640 1926628 2.43 1.5

SEX:
MALE 7535 999803 2.71 1.6
FEMALE 7105 926825 2.13 1.4

SES:
LOW 2918 359996 2.60 1.6
MIDDLE 7318 992156 2.45 1.5
HIGH 3995 524358 2.27 1.4

RACE:
WHITE 11552 1602559 2.39 1.5
BLACK 1376 172169 2.57 1.7
ASIAN-AMERICAN 144 16467 2.04 1.3
AMERICAN INDIAN 106 14251 2.64 1.6
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 877 63484 2.89 1.7
PUERTO RICAN 118 12067 2.68 1.5
OTHER HISPANIC 448 43524 2.58 1.5

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 12801 1735184 2.45 1.5
PRIVATE 407 53409 2.35 1.6
CATHOLIC 1432 138033 2.15 1.3

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 3284 452230 2.30 1.5
NORTH CENTRAL 4707 612082 2.46 1.5
SOUTH 4150 559767 2.53 1.6
WEST 2499 302549 2.39 1.5

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 4721 620889 2.55 1.6
ACADEMIC 6026 773603 2.26 1.S
VOCATIONAL 3815 522228 2.54 1.6

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 2626 324490 2.43 1.5
SUBURBAN 7553 968733 2.35 1.5
RURAL 4461 633405 2.55 1.6

25'%)

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

3.18 1.4 1.5 0.8* 0.5

3.39 1.5 1.6 0.7* 0.4
2.96 1.3 1.4 0.8* 0.6

3.22 1.5 1.6 0.6* 0.4
3.23 1.4 1.5 0.8* 0.5
3.04 1.4 1.4 0.8* 0.6

3.18 1.4 1.5 0.8* 0.5
3.10 1.6 1.6 0.5* 0.3
2.98 1.3 1.3 0.9* 0.7
3.44 1.6 1.6 0.8* 0.5
3.40 1.5 1.6 0.5* 0.3
3.36 1.5 1.5 0.7* 0.4
3.19 1.5 1.5 0.6* 0.4

3.20 1.5 1.5 0.7* 0.5
3.02 1.6 1.6 0.7* 0.4
2.95 1.2 1.3 0.8* 0.6

3.13 1.4 1.4 0.8* (1.6

3.09 1.4 1.4 0.6* 0.4
3.34 1.5 1.6 0.8* 0.5
3.14 1.4 1.5 0.7* 0.5

3.27 1.5 1.5 0.7* 1.5
2.96 1.4 1.4 0.7* 0.5
3.40 1.5 1.5 0.9* 0.6

3.20 1.4 1.5 0.8* 0.5
3.18 1.4 1.4 0.8* 0.6
3.17 1.5 1.6 0.6* 0.4



Table 7-26

HOW MUCH 00/DID YOU EARN PER HOUR ON YOUR CURRENT OR MOST RECENT JOB?
(1=LESS THAN $1.50 PER HOUR1 844.00 PER HOUR OR MORE)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPKIMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL 1982 SENIORS

POOLED 19E2-180 EFFE
MEAN S.D. MEAN S.D. S.D. DIFFERENCE SIZE

TOTAL 14522 1914864 2.51 1.0 3.58 0.9 0.9 1.1* 1.1

SEX:
HALE 7409 984953 2.89 0.8 3.80 0.9 0.9 0.9* 1.1
FEMALE 7113 929911 2.11 0.9 3.34 0.9 0.9 1.2* 1.4

SES:
LOW 2891 356167 2.45 0.9 3.42 0.9 0.9 1.0* 1.1
MIDDLE 7240 984043 2.48 1.0 3.55 0.9 0.9 1.1* 1.1
HIGH 4005 526636 2.59 1.0 3.73 0.9 0.9 1.1* 1.2

RACE:
WHITE 11472 1593941 2.48 1.0 3.57 0.9 0.9 1.1* 1.2
BLACK 1346 168973 2.62 0.9 3.53 0.9 0.9 0.9* 1.0
ASIAN-AMERICAN 143 16526 2.59 1.0 3.84 0.9 0.9 1.2* 1.3
AMERICAN INDIAN 105 14104 2.75 0.9 3.42 1.0 1.0 0.7* 0.7
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 873 63763 2.78 0.9 3.69 0.8 0.9 0.9* 1.1

, PUERTO RICAN 121 12734 2.47 0.8 3.55 0.6 0.8 1.1* 1.4
OTHER H/SPANIC 443 42718 2.63 0.9 3.72 0.9 0.9 1.1* 1.2

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 12699 1722482 2.51 0.9 3.56 0.9 0.9 1.1* 1.1
PRIVATE 406 54302 2.60 1.0 3.70 1.0 1.0 1.1* 1.1
CATHOLIC 1417 138080 2.49 1.0 3.69 0.9 0.9 1.2* 1.3

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 3247 448745 2.41 0.9 3.59 0.9 0.9 1.2* 1.3
NORTH CENTRAL 4678 608782 2.44 0.9 3.46 0.9 0.9 1.0* 1.1
SOUTH 4104 555137 2.59 0.9 3.59 0.9 0.9 1.0* 1.1
WEST 2493 302201 2.67 1.0 3.78 0.9 1.0 1.1* 1.2

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 4673 615510 2.56 0.9 3.57 0.9 0.9 1.0* 1.1
ACADEMIC 5995 772322 2.46 1.0 3.57 0.9 0.9 1.1* 1.2
VOCATIONAL 3774 516957 2.53 0.9 3.60 0.9 0.9 1.1* 1.2

1

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 2594 321264 2.54
SUBURBAN 7498 963807 2.52
RURAL 4430 629793 2.49

0.9 3.63 0.9 0.9 1.1* 1.2
1.0 3.65 0.9 0.9 1.1* 1.2 '
0.9 3.44 1.0 1.0 0.9* 1.0;
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Table 7-27

1982 Students Use of Their Earnings

Buy or do things 1.78

For car expenses 1.19

Save for another purpose 0.85

Save for college/job training 0.76

Ue for high chool 0.45

Help upport family 0.40

There were only minor differences across groups in the most popular
use of money, for buying things or doing things. The use of money for
car expenses, however, howed a large ex difference (1.42 for males,
0.94 for females), as well as variations across racial/ethnic groups,
school type, curriculum, and community type. Females, high SES tudents,
Asian Americans, and academic curriculum tudents were more likely to be
saving money for college than other groups; saving for other purposes
howed little variation. Females, low SES tudents, minorities, and

Catholic school tudents were more likely to use earnings for high school
expenses. Law SFS students, Blacks, Hispanics, vocational curriculum
tudents, and urban tudents were most likely to contribute their earn:ngs

to support the family.

Next the tudents were asked to indicate the amount of time spent on
training in their current or most recent job. The cale used (see Table
7-28) extends from 0 almost no time in training to 4 more than half
the time. The mean for the sophomores in 1980 was 0.38, or very little
time. By 1982, the mean amount of job training time with 0.65, which
indicates that considerably less than a quarter of the time was spent on
training. Although the amount of training remained low, the increase is
statistically significant and affects almost every group.

Finally, a series of questions was asked to assess the students' atti-
tudes taward work. First, the students were asked if they enjoyed
working for pay. As can be een in Table 7-29, more than 90 percent of
the sophomores and almost 93 percent of the seniors indicated that they
enjoyed working. The increase from the sophomore to the senior year is
statistically significant. By 1982, there was relatively little variation
across groups in the enjoyment of work. The responses to the remaining
questions about attitudes toward work are summarized in Table 7-30.
(Detailed tables by classification variables appear in Appendix E.) As

can be seen, most of the students' attitudes toward work became more
positive as they became older. The only decline was a comparison of the
enjoyability of work and school. All of the changes are significant. By

1982, the majority of seniors felt that their job was not a place to
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Table 7-28
AT YOUR CURRENT OR MOST RECENT JOS, ABOUT WHAT PROPORTION OF THE TIME IS (WAS) SPENT ON TRAINING?

(01:ALMOST NO TIME IN TRAINING; 41:110RE THAN HALF THE TIME IN IRAINING)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOBL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1960 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 14384 1895070 0.38 0.9 0.65 1.0 1.0 0.3* 0.3

SEX:
MALE 7435 'ems 0.46 1.0 0.69 1.1 1.0 0.2* 0.2FEMALE 6949 9061e5 0.29 0.8 0.61 1.0 0.9 0.3* 0.4

OEM
LOW 2836 349977 0.41 0.9 0.72 1.1 1.0 0.3* 0.3MIDDLE 7194 975647 0.38 0.9 0.66 1.0 1.0 0.3* 0.3NISH 3981 521717 0.32 0.8 0.58 1.0 0.9 0.3* 0.3

RACE:
WHITE 11401 1580491 0.34 0.8 0.62 1.0 0.9 0.3* 0.3BLACK 1313 165119 0.66 1.2 0.83 1.2 1.2 0.2* 0.1ASIAN-AMERICAN 144 16568 0.53 1.1 0.57 1.0 1.0 0.0 0.0AMERICAN INDIAN 108 14537 0.43 0.9 0.95 1.4 1.1 0.5* 0.5MEXICAN-AMERICAN 850 62060 0.49 1.0 0.70 1.1 1.1 0.2* 0.2PUERTO RICAN 115 11865 0.67 1.3 0.71 1.1 1.2 0.0 0.0OTHER HISPANIC 434 42667 0.50 1.0 0.79 1.2 1.1 0.3* 0.3

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 12546 1703134 0.38 0.9 0.66 1.1 1.0 0.3* 0.3PRIVATE 408 52788 0.32 0.8 0.56 1.0 0.9 0.2* 0.3CATHOLIC 1430 139148 0.33 0.8 0.56 0.9 0.8 0.2* 0.3

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 3227 443550 0.35 0.9 0.63 1.0 0.9 0.3* 0.3WORTH CENTRAL 4667 608934 0.36 0.9 0.64 1.0 0.9 0.3* 0.3SOUTH 4036 544897 0.42 1.0 0.70 1.1 1.0 0.3* 0.3NEST 2454 297689 0.38 0.9 0.59 1.0 1.0 0.2* 0.2

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 4609 606173 0.38 0.9 0.65 1.0 1.0 0.3* 0.3ACADEMIC 5977 767984 0.31 0.8 0.54 0.9 0.9 0.2* 0.3VOCATIONAL 3723 511165 0.47 1.0 0.81 1.2 1.1 0.3* 0.3

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 2548 316305 0.45 1.0 0.71 1.1 1.0 0.3* 0.3
SUBURBAN 7425 952059 0.35 0.9 0.63 1.0 0.9 0.3* 0.3RURAL 4411 626706 0.38 0.9 0.64 1.1 1.0 0.3* 0.3
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Table 7-29
I ENJOY WORKING FOR PAY

(PERCENT TRUE)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
NHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

PERCENT

1982 SENIORS

PERCENT

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

DIFFERENCE

TOTAL 19116 2465017 90.2 92.6 2.3*

SEX:
MALE 9071 1191880 91.0 92.2 1.2*
FEMALE 10045 1273136 89.5 92.9 3.4*

SES:
LOW 4110 496356 90.5 92.7 2.2*
MIDDLE 9418 1256362 90.5 93.0 2.5*
HIGH 5153 661450 89.6 91.8 2.2*

RACE:
WHITE 14419 1987996 90.5 92.6 2.1*
BLACK 2191 266856 90.5 93.9 3.4*
ASIAN-AMER/CAN 248 26902 82.2 84.2 2.0
AMERICAN INDIAN 144 19058 88.5 92.3 3.8
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1211 82953 90.5 91.4 1.0
PUERTO RICAN 212 20660 83.4 90.2 6.9
OTHER HISPANIC 663 57615 86.8 92.2 5.4*

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 16463 2210183 90.4 92.6 2.2*
PRIVATE 614 72774 90.6 92.5 1.9
CATHOLIC 2039 182059 88.1 92.4 4.3*

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4496 595102 89.7 91.7 2.0*
NORTH CENTRAL 5745 743414 90.5 93.0 2.5*
SOUTH 5671 748611 90.3 93.2 3.0*
NEST 3204 377890 90.5 92.0 1.5

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6177 800053 90.1 92.6 2.5*
ACADEMIC 8138 1019909 89.1 91.5 2.5*
VOCATIONAL 4707 633398 92.3e 94.3 2.0*

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3693 441619 89.0 91.7 2.7*
SUBURBAN 9619 1199696 90.3 92.4 2.1*
RURAL 5804 823702 90.8 93.3 2.5*
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Table 7-30

Students' Attitudes toward Work
(% Agreeing)

1980 1982
Job... Sophomores Seniors Difference

is not a place where people goof off 84.4 87.1 2.6*

encourages good work habits 71.8 79.5 77*

is more enjoyable than school 55.1 50.4

is not done just for the money 36.8 39.7 2.9*

is more important than school 9.5 14.7 53*

*Significant difference

II

goof off," encouraged good work habits, and was more enjoyable than
school. Males, middle SES students, students in the general and vocational
curriculum, and rural students were most likely to consider work more
important than school. The largest declines in the comparative enjoyabil-
ity of work and school were found among Puerto Ricans, Asian Americans
and Catholic school students. Academic curriculum students reported
enjoying work less than did general or vocational curriculum students.

In summary, the students did an increased amount of paid work from
their sophomore to their senior years, changed from low paying typical
teenage jobs to better paying more adult jobs, worked more hours per week,
received slightly morP on-the-job training, and developed more positive
attitudes toward paid aork.

2. TV Watching

Because many critics of the educational system have blamed excessive
TV watching for recent declines in student achievement, it was important
to determine the amount of time which students spend each day watching TV
on weekdays. The results are shown in Table 7-31. The scale ranges from
0 = Don't watch TV during week to 6 = 5 or more hours per day. In 1980,
the typical sophomore reported watching TV for about three hours on each
school day but, by 1982 when these students were seniors, TV watching was
reduced to about two hours per day. This decline affected all groups.

The amount of TV watching declines as SES increases. Blacks report
more TV watching than other racial/ethnic groups. Public school students
watch more TV than students in private and Catholic schools. TV watching



Table 7-31

DURING WEEK DAYS ABOUT HOW MANY HOURS PER DAY DO YOU WATCH TV?
(0:DON'T WATCH TV DURING WEEK( 6=5 HOURS OR MORE)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 21008 2697071 3.93 1.7 2.99 1.7 1.7 -0.9* -0.6

SEX:
MALE 10164 1326652 4.02 1.7 2.99 1.7 1.7 -1.0* -0.6
FEMALE 10844 1368419 3.66 1.7 2.99 1.7 1.7 -0.9* -0.5

SEW
LOW 4679 563235 4.28 1.6 3.38 1.8 1.7 -0.9* -0.5
MIDDLE 10164 1351041 4.01 1.6 3.02 1.7 1.6 -1.0* -0.6
HIGH 5531 708724 3.49 1.7 2.58 1.6 1.7 -0.9* -0.6

RACE:
WHITE 15459 2126638 3.85 1.7 2.87 1.7 1.7 -1.0* -0.6
BLACK 2641 326704 4.48 1.6 3.70 1.8 1.7 -0.8* -0.5
ASIAN-AMERICAN 279 30157 3.76 1.7 2.75 1.6 1.7 -1.0* -0.6

AMERICAN INDIAN 176 22532 3.93 1.6 3.09 1.8 1.7 -0.8* -0.5
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1436 99107 3.97 1.6 3.21 1.8 1.7 -0.8* -0.4
PUERTO RICAN 242 23842 3.97 1.8 3.33 1.8 1.8 -0.6* -0.4
OTHER HISPANIC 744 64810 3.96 1.7 2.91 1.8 1.8 -1.1* -0.6

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 18153 2426951 3.98 1.7 3.03 1.7 1.7 -1.0* -0.6
PRIVATE 667 78583 3.17 1.9 2.31 1.6 1.7 -0.9* -0.5

CATHOLIC 2188 191537 3.67 1.7 2.77 1.6 1.7 -0.9* -0.5

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4748 625475 3.83 1.7 2.90 1.7 1.7 -0.9* -0.6
NORTH CENTRAL 6234 799855 3.89 1.6 2.93 1.7 1.6 -1.0* -0.6
SOUTH 6485 860307 4.19 1.6 3.27 1.7 1.7 -0.9* -0.5
WEST 3541 411434 3.65 1.7 2.65 1.7 1.7 -1.0* -0.6

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6829 881385 4.15 1.6 3.18 1.7 1.7 -1.0* -0.6

ACADEMIC 8764 1091398 3.65 1.7 2.72 1.6 1.7 -0.9* -0.6

VOCATIONAL 5293 709282 4.10 1.6 3.15 1.7 1.7 -0.9* -0.6

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4204 497790 3.96 1.7 3.10 1.8 1.7 -0.9* -0.5

SUBURBAN 10479 1306940 3.84 1.7 2.84 1.7 1.7 -1.0* -0.6

RURAL 6325 892341 4.07 1.7 3.13 1.7 1.7 -0.9* -0.6
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was higher in the South than in other regions of the country. Academic
curriculum students reported less TV watching than did students in other
curricula.

3. Other Activities

The students were asked how often they took part in other out-of-
school activities, such as talking with friends, dating, and reading.
The results, summarized in Table 7-32, where the frequency scale extends
from 0 = rarely or never do to 3 = everyday or almost everyday. Detailed
tables by classification variable may be found in Appendix E.

The apparent dramatic increase in frequency of talking with parents
is an artifact due to changes in the question. In 1980, the question
asked about talking with parents about personal experiences; in 1982, the
question said talk with parents (with no specification of the conversation
content).

Table 7-32

Frequency of Other Activities

1980

Sophomores
1982

Seniors Difference

Talking with friends or on phone 2.45 2.68 0.2*

Thinking or daydreaming alone 1.92 1.99 0.1*

Reading the front page of the newspaper 1.74 1.96 0.2*

Talking with parents (about personal
experiences)

1.26 2.43 1.2*

Driving or riding around 1.24 1.72 0.5*

Reading for pleasure 1.22 1.43 0.2*

Going out on dates 1.00 1.56 0.6*

*Significant difference

The students' major out-of-school activity, in both 1980 and 1982,
was talking with their friends. The 1980 to 1982 increase was significant
Males showed an initial lower level on this, but their greater increase
removed the sex differences by 1982. The out-of-school activities which
showed the greatest increase between the sophomore and the senior year
were going out on dates and driving or riding around. By 1982, there was
little variation in these social activities across groups. Students in
the academic curriculum were more likely to read newspapers or read for
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pleasure than students in other curricula. Males were more likely to
read the newspaper, females more likely to read for pleasure.

4. Leadership Activities

The seniors were asked in 1982 how often they had engaged in
various leadership activities during the year either in school or out.
The results are summarized in Table 7-33. Detailed tables appear in
Appendix E. The scale ranges from 0 R never to 3 Im often.

Table 7-33

Seniors in Leadership Activities

Activity Mean

Worked with a group on a project with 1.30

little adult supervision

Helped plan for a large social event

Explained or defended a position
on an issue before a group

Headed group problem-solving discussions

Chaired a meeting

0.92

0.79

0.53

0.43

As can be seen, wPra.ng on a group project with little adult super-
vision was the most commo:. form of leadership; chairing a meeting was the
least common. Te.r.dershin 4tivities increased with SES and tended to be
done most often studen:3 in the academic curriculum and by students in
private or Catholic schoo13. Females tended to engage in more leadership
activities than tales.

5. Parental Mon:Or:111.-c Students Out-of-School Activities

Because stud 11.- out-of-school activities can be influenced by
parents, the studel..s were asked, in 1980 and in 1982, if their parents
usually knew where they were and what they were doing. The results are
summarized in Table 7-34. In 1980, 84.9 percent of the sophomores
indicated that their parents almost always knew where they were and what
they were doing. By 1982, the percentage of students indicating that
their parents knew about their activities had declined significantly to
74.4. males received less parental monitoring than females in 1980 and,
by 1982, this difference had increased. There were no socioeconomic
differences in parental monitoring in 1982. Blacks reported less parental

monitoring in 1980 than students from other racial/ethnic groups, but by
1982 they were comparable to Asian-Americans and American Indians.
Students in the academic curriculum reported more parental monitoring of



Table 7-34
MY PARENTS ALMOST ALWAYS KNOW WHERE I AM AND WHAT I'M DOING

tPERCENT TRUE)

L0NGITUO1NAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL /N 1982

SAMPLE
N

WEIGN7F0
N

1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

PERCENT

1982 SENIORS

PERCENT

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

DIFFERENCE

TOTAL 19612 2516777 84.9 79.4 -5.5*

SEX:
MALE 9310 1216958 80.3 72.2 -8.1*FEMALE 10302 1299319 89.2 86.2 -3.0*

SES:
LOW 4289 C14908 61.9 79.1 -3.8*MIDDLE 9560 1269411 85.4 79.4 -6.0*HIGH 5229 669929 85.9 80.1 -5.8*

RACE:
WHITE 14562 2064302 85.8 79.9 -5.9*BLACK 2342 287961 78.5 74.4 -4.1*ASIAN-AMERICAN 259 28170 MO 74.8 -8.2AMERICAN INDIAN 153 19587 81.2 75.4 -5.8MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1359 92843 86.2 83.4 -2.9PUERTO RICAN 220 22010 83.0 80.4 -2.6OTHER HISPANIC 690 58439 84.9 81.7 -3.2

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 16914 2.31756 84.7 79.1 -5.6*PRIVATE 616 734,54 88.0 79.3 -8.7*CATHOLIC 2082 ma.: 86.4 83.3 -3.1*

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4394 580470 82.:. 78.7 -3.9*NORTH CENTRAL 5870 754236 85.1 78.9 -6.2*SOUTH 6034 79647 85.8 80.5 -5.3*NEST 3314 385297 85.9 79.0 -6.9*

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6319 815269 82.1 75.8 -6.3*ACADEMIC 4340 1039553 88.5 82.9VOCATIONAL %a47 649253 82.7 78.2 -4.5*

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3866 459631 83.2 78.0 -5.1*SUBURBAN 9821 1223313 85.3 79.9 -5.4*RURAL 5925 833333 85.2 79.4 -5.9*
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their activities than students in other curricula; the decline in parental
monitoring was greatest for students in the general curriculum.

6. Peer Influences

Because peer influences are strong among teenagers, the students
were asked a number of questions about their closest friend. Table 7-35

summarizes the description of the students' closest friends. Detailed
tables by classification variables can be found in Appendix E.

Table 7-35

Characteristics of Closest Friends
(Percent True)

1980

Sophomores

1982

Seniors Difference

Attends classes regularly 93.5 91.8 -1.7*

Is popular with others 88.3 91.3 3.0*

Gets good grades 83.5 87.5 4.0*

Is interested in school 69.8 70.5 0.7

Plans to go to college 67.8 71.6 3.8*

*Significant difference

As can be seen, there was a significant decline in friends attending

class regularly. This corresponds with the increased cutting of classes
described in the section on attendance. There were significant increases
in friends who got good grades, planned to go to college, and were

popular. This suggests that, between the sophomore and senior years,
students tended to shift their friendships toward academically oriented,
popular students.

In summary this section on out-of-school activities shows that the
students spent more time as seniors than as sophomores in paid work and
in socializing with friends and dating. Seniors received less parental
monitoring of their out-of-school activities than sophomores. They also

spent less time watching TV.

C. EDUCATIONAL ASPIRATIONS AND PLANS

In this section we will review the students' aspirations and plans for
further education as well as factors influencing these plans. The chapter
begins by examining the amount of education the students hope to attain.
Next, their immediate post-high-school plans are explored. Finally, the
extent to which others may have influenced these plans is assessed.
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1. Educational Alpirations

Three questions were used to assess the level of the HSEIB students'
educational aspirations: (1) how far in school they expect to go, (2)
the lowest level of education they would find satisfactory, and (3) if
they expect to go to college in the future.

Responses to the first of these questions ars shown in Table 7-36.
The r..sponses are scaled from 1 = less than high school to 5 = graduate
degrek,. In 1980, the mean level of educational aspiration for these
sophomores was 3.42, indicating some post-secondary work but not a 4-year
college degree. The mean, in 1982, when these students were seniors,
showed little change (3.44). There were no significant 1980 to 1982
changes in educational aspirations in any of the classification groups.
Students from high SES families, Asian Americans, and students in the
academic curriculum had the highest educational aspirations. Aspirations
increased with SES and were higher for students in non-public schools.
Rural students showed lower aspirations than suburban or urban stu-
dents.

In 1980, the lowest level of education with which the sophomores
said they would be satisfied was 2.84, or completing high school and
having some post-secondary education. (See Table 7-37.) By 1982,
educational aspirations had increased considerably; the mean for seniors
was 3.00 or some post-secondary education. The increase was evident in
most classification groups. However, Whites, Blacks, and Mexican Americans
were the only racial/ethnic groups to show a statistically significant
increase. The highest minimum-level education a.pirations were found
among high SES students, Asian Americans, students in nonpublic schools,
and students in the academic curriculum.

Next, the immediacy of plans to enter post-secondary education was
assessed. (See Table 7-38.) The scale used was 0 = No, 1 = Unsure, 2 =
Yes, more than one year after high school, 3 = Yes, one year after high
school, 4 = Yes, right after high school. In 1980, the mean for sophomores
was 2.72, indicating that the typical student planned to delay college
entrance for slightly more than one year after high school. By 1982,
there was a small shift toward plans to enter college .3oner (Mean =
2.84). This shift occurred primarily among middle and high SES students,
Whites, public and Catholic school students, academic curriculum students,
and students from rural comnunities. High SES students and students in
the academic curriculum were most likely to expect to enter college
immediately after high school.

A fourth question, also tapping educational aspirations, was the
extent of agreement with the statement "I will be disappointed if I don't
graduate from college." The results are shown in Table 7-39. As can be
seen, about 66 percent of the students agreed with this statement in 1980
and in 1982. The 0.7 decline was not statistically significant. There were
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Table

AS THINGS STAND NOW, HOW FAR IN SCI4O PJ THIW4 YOU WILL GET?
(MESS THAN HIGH SCHOOL; 1TE DEGREE)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE L IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
NHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 19773 2540656 3.42 1.1 3.44 1.0 1.0 0.0 0.0

SEX:
KALE 9562 1253507 3.37 1.1 3.41 1.0 1.1 0.0 0.0

FEMALE 10191 1287149 3.47 1.0 3.48 1.0 1.0 0.0 0.0

Sr5:
LOW 4291 515903 2.90 1.0 2.94 0.9 0.9 0.0 0.1

MIDDLE 9601 1276833 3.32 1.0 3.35 0.9 1.0 0,0 0.0

HIGH 5360 687045 4.03 0.9 4.02 0.9 0.9 -0.0 -0.0

RACE:
WITE 14649 2018221 3.43 1.0 3.46 1.0 1.0 0.0 0.0

BLACK 2412 295100 3.41 1.1 3.44 1.0 1.0 0.0 0.0

ASIAN-AMERICAN 277 29750 4.01 1.0 4.06 0.9 1.0 0.1 0.1

AMERICAN INDIAN 172 21840 3.17 1.2 3.17 1.0 1.1 0.0 0.0

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1355 93930 3.09 1.1 3.09 1.0 1.0 -0.0 -0.0

PUERTO RICAN 209 20581 3.33 1.1 3.13 1.0 1.1 -0.2 -0.2

OTHER HISPANIC 677 58753 3.37 1.0 3.37 1.0 1.0 -0.0 -0.0

SCHOOL TYPO
PUBLIC 17048 2282446 3.36 1.0 3.19 1.0 1.0 0.0 0.0

PRIVATE 636 74567 3.83 1.0 3.95 1.0 1.0 0.1 0.1

CATHOLIC 2089 183643 3.90 0.9 3.93 0.9 0.9 0.0 0.0

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4366 577874 3.49 1.1 3.49 1.1 1.1 0.0 0.0

NORTH CENTRAL 5957 763994 3.35 1.0 3.39 1.0 1.0 0.0 0.0

SOUTH 6029 799776 3.37 1.1 3.39 1.0 1.0 0.0 0.0

NEST 3421 399012 3.55 1.0 3.58 1.0 1.0 0.0 0.0

CURRICULUM:
'GENERAL 6305 813837 3.10 1.0 3.12 0.9 1.0 0.0 0.0

ACADEMIC 8450 1055108 4.02 0.9 4.05 0.8 0.9 0.0 0.0

VOCATIONAL 4925 659817 2.84 0:4 2.87 0.8 0.8 0.0 0.0

IMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3970 470509 3.47 1.1 3.49 1.0 1.0 0.0 0.0

SUBURBAN 9929 1240044 3.52 1.0 3.55 1.0 1.0 0.0 0.0

RURAL 5874 830103 3.24 1.0 3.25 1.0 1.0 0.0 0.0
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Table 7-37
WHAT IS THE LOWEST LEVEL OF EDUCATION YOU MOULD BE SATISFIED WITH?

(MESS THAN HIGH SCHOOL; 5:GRADUA1E DEGREE)

LONGI VOINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL 1982 SENIORS

POOLED 1982-1980 EFFECTMEAN S.D. MEAN S.D. S.D. DIFFERENCE SIZE
TOTAL 18693 2410122 2.84 0.9 3.00 1.0 0.9 0.2* 0.2
SEX:

MALE 8032 1157276 2.84 0.9 3.02 1.0 1.0 0.2* 0.2FEMALE 9 .1 1252846 2.84 0.9 2.98 0.9 0.9 0.1* 0.2
SES:

LOW 3915 475504 2.48 0.8 2.59 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.1MIDDLE 9228 1229380 2.72 0.9 2.89 0.9 0.9 0.2* 0.2HIGH 5147 658499 3.35 0.9 3.53 0.9 0.9 0.2* 0.2
RACE:

WHITE 14224 1957747 2.83 0.9 3.00 1.0 0.9 0.2* 0.2BLACK 2072 252245 2.93 1.0 3.04 1.0 1.0 0.1* 0.1ASIAN-AMERICAN 252 27032 3.42 1.0 3.66 1.0 1.0 0.2 0.2AMERICAN INDIAN 144 18283 2.76 0.9 2.80 0.9 0.9 0.0 0.0MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1130 77554 2.61 0.9 2.78 0.9 0.9 0.2* 0.2PUERTO RICAN 197 19027 2.92 0.9 2.98 0.9 0.9 0.1 0.1OTHER HISPANIC 651 55869 2.87 1.0 2.99 1.0 1.0 0.1 0.1
SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 16049 2160556 2.80 0.9 2.95 0.9 0.9 0.2* 0.2PRIVATE 624 71857 3.19 1.0 3.39 1.0 1.0 0.2* 0.2CATHOLIC 2020 177710 3.16 0.9 3.42 0.9 0.9 0.3* 0.3
GEOGRAPHIC REGION:

NORTHEAST 4419 584102 2.90 1.0 3.09 1.0 1.0 0.2* 0.2NORTH CENTRAL 5640 728964 2.75 0.9 2.94 0.9 0.9 0.2* 0.2SOUTH 5462 721211 2.83 0.9 2.93 1.0 1.0 0.1* 0.1NEST 3172 375846 2.97 0.9 3.12 0.9 0.9 0.2* 0.2
CURRICULUM:

GENEM 5949 772822 2.60 0.8 2.69 0.8 0.8 0.1* 4.1ACADEMIC 8161 1019025 3.27 0.9 3.54 0.9 0.9 0.3* 0.3VOCATIONAL 4498 607135 2.43 0.8 2.50 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1
COMMUNITY TYPE:

URBAN 3606 431025 2.90 0.9 3.04 1.0 1.0 0.1* 0.1SUBURBAN 9471 1178783 2.93 0.9 3.11 1.0 1.0 0.2* 0.2RURAL 5616 800314 2.68 0.9 2.83 0.9 0.9 0.1* 0.2
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Table 7-38
DO YOU PLAN TO GO TO COLLEGE AT SOME TIME IN THE FUTURE?

(0=Na; OYES, RIGHT AFTER HIGH SCHOOL)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE
N

-.----

WEIGHTED
N

1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL Ir125 2463657 2.72 1.6 2.84 1.6 1.6 0.1* 0.1

SEX:
MALE 9109 1193459 2.59 1.6 2.67 1.7 1.6 0.1* 0.1

FEMALE 10016 1270198 2.85 1.5 3.00 1.5 1.5 0.1* 0.1

SU:
LOW 4100 488296 2.03 1.6 2.11 1.7 1.7 0.1 0.0
MIDDLE 9432 1258393 2.62 1.6 2.76 1.6 1.6 D.1* 0.1
HIGH sem 674977 3.46 1.1 3.57 1.1 1.1 0.1* 0.1

RACE:
WHITE 14316 1977178 2.71 1.6 2.85 1.6 1.6 0.1* 0.1
BLACK 2207 272072 2.82 1.5 2.83 1.5 1.5 0.0 0.0
ASIAN-AMERICAN 271 29530 3.47 1.1 3.52 1.1 1.1 0.1 0.0
AMERICAN INDIAN 158 20654 2.37 1.5 2.47 1.7 1.6 0.1 0.1
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1306 88039 2.49 1.5 2.58 1.6 1.6 0.1 0.1
PUERTO RICAN 199 18977 2.71 1.5 2.70 1.6 1.6 -0.0 -0.0
OTHER HISPANIC 644 54338 2.79 1.5 2.74 1.7 1.6 -0.0 -0.0

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 16500 2213351 2.65 1.6 2.76 1.6 1.6 0.1* 0.1

PRIVATE 624 70899 3.26 1.3 3.42 1.3 1.3 0.2 0.1

CATHOLIC 2001 179407 3.36 1.2 3.52 1.2 1.2 0.2* 0.1

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4343 573937 2.75 1.6 2.87 1.6 1.6 0.1* 0.1
NORTH CENTRAL 5615 732265 2.60 1.6 2.78 1.7 1.6 0.2* 0.1

SOWN 5712 754681 2.70 1.6 2.72 1.7 1.6 0.0 0.0

WEST 3455 402774 2.93 1.4 3.13 1.4 1.4 0.2* 0.1

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6144 797055 2.32 1.6 2.41 1.7 1.7 0.1 0.0

ACADEMIC 8225 1029911 3.50 1.1 3.67 0.9 1.0 0.2* 0.2
VOCATIONAL 4662 625051 1.96 1.6 2.03 1.7 1.7 0.1 0.0

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3792 451933 2.81 1.5 2.93 1.5 1.5 0.1 0.1

SUBURBAN 9669 1210482 2.86 1.5 3.02 1.5 1.5 0.2* 0.1

RURAL 5664 801241 2.46 1.6 2.52 1.7 1.7 0.1 0.0
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Table 7-39
I WILL BE DISAPPOINTED IF I DON'T GRADUATE FROM COLLEGE

(PERCENT TRUE)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE
N

WEIGHTED
N

1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

PERCENT

1S2, SENIORS

PERCENT

1982-1980r
DIFFERENCE ,

.,

DIFFERENCE',

TOTAL 19038 2450269 66.9 66.1 -0.7

SEX:
MALE 8986 1179917 63.3 62.8 -0.4FEMALE 10052 1270352 70.2 69.2 -1.0

SES:
LOW 4061 489469 53.1 51.8 -1.2MIDDLE 9352 1245700 63.2 63.1 -0.1HIGH 5201 666230 84.0 82.9 -1.2

RACE:
WHITE 14346 1973975 65.0 64.8 -0.2BLACK 2189 266636 78.8 75.5 -3.3ASIAN-AMERICAN 250 27056 85.7 90.8 5.1AMERICAN INDIAN 147 19193 54.0 52.7 -1.3MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1200 81929 65.9 61.9 -4.0PUERTO RICAN 210 20778 74.3 69.0 -5.2OTHER HISPANIC 667 57692 68.6 65.5 -3.1

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 16363 2195293 65.6 64.6 -1.0PRIVATE 629 73261 76.7 76.3 -0.4CATHOLIC 2046 181714 78.3 80.1 1.8

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4455 589219 67.8 69.6 1.8NORTN CENTRAL 5727 738584 62.1 63.1 1.1SOUTH 5651 744878 68.1 65.2 -2.8*WEST 3205 377587 72.3 6e.2 -4.1*

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6094 788204 57.9 53.9 -4.0*ACADEMIC 8244 1029967 84.7 87.1 2.4*VOCATIONAL 4607 620496 48.9 47.1 -1.8

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3677 438854 72.2 69.6 -2.6SUBURBAN 9613 1196148 70.1 69.9 -0.2RURAL 5748 815267 59.2 58.7 -0.5
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significant declines for three subgroups-students in the South, students

in the West, and students in the general curriculum. Students in the

academic curriculum, by contrast, showed a significant increase. Croups

agreeing most often with this statement were high SISS students, Asian-

Americans, Catholic school students, and students in the academic

curriculum, all showing agreement of 80 percent or higher.

2. Post-Hi h-School Plans

The students were asked to indicate their primary plans for the year

after high school. The primary plans are summarised in Table 7-40. As

can be seen the largest group of atudents, about 57 percent planned to

enter some form of post-secondary education. There was, however, a sh

between 1980 and 1982 in the type of postsecondary education planned.

The major change was a decrease in students planning to enter a four-year

college directly after high school and an increase in students planning

to enter an academic program in a two-year college directly after high

school. The second largest group of students planned to begin paid work

Table 7-40

Percent of dtudents with Various
Primary Choices for Post-High-School Activity

1980

Sophomores

1082

Seniors Difference

Mutation 56.92 57.19 +0.27

4-Year College 40.42 36.21 -4.21

2-Year College-Academic 6.15 9.92 +3.77

2-Year College-Vocational 4.77 4.65 -0.12

Voc/Tech School 5.58 6.41 +0.83

Mbrk 29.84 32.12 +2.28

Full-Time 26.70 29.74 +3.04

Part-Time 3.14 2.38 -0.76

Other 13.23 10.69 -2.54

Apprenticeship 2.74 2.35 -0.39

Homemaker 1.08 1.22 +0.14

Military Service 3.50 4.03 +0.53

Other 5.91 3.09 -2.82

("4641,12jAiii,b,;44. AUJIL4444,ii ;
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directly after high school. This group increased from approximately 30
percent of the 1980 sophomores who remained in high school to approximately
32 percent of these students as seniors in 1982. The growth in this
group was primarily among students who planned to work full-time after
high school.

3. Application to College

The seniors who indicated that they planned to attend college were
asked, in 1982, if they had applied for admission to any college and if
they had been accepted.

Table 7-41 shows the responses related to college application. The
scale ranges from 1 = No, I plan to go later to 6 = Yes, to four or more
colleges with 4 a, applied to one college and 5 = applied to two or three
colleges. The mean of 3.60 indicates that the typical student was
planning to attend a college that did not require advanced application
for admission. Not surprisingly, high SES students, students in private
and Catholic schools, and students in the academic curriculum had
mean scores indicating more applications to college than did middle and
low SES students, public school students, and students in the general and
vocational curriculum. Asian-Americans made more applications than
students in other racial/ethnic groups. Students in the Northeast made
more applications than students in other regions.

4. Parental Educational Aspirations for Students

The students were asked how far in school their mothers wanted them
to go. The results are shown in Table 7-42. As can be seen, there was
no significant shift in mothers' aspirations between the students'
sophomore and senior years. The mean of 3.88 indicates that mothers
wanted the student to obtain some post-secondary education but less than
a four-year college degree.

Mothers' educational aspirations increased with SES and were higher
for Blacks and Asian-Americans than for students in other racial/ethnic
groups. Mothers of students in private and Catholic schools and of
students in the academic curriculum had higher aspirations for the
student than did mothers of students in public school or in the general
and vocational curriculum.

5. Influences on Post-High-School Plans

In 1982, the seniors were asked how much others, including parents,
teachers, and friends, had influenced their plans for after high school.
The responses were rated on a scale ranging from 1 = not at all to 3 = a
great deal. The results are summarized in Table 7-43. Detailed tables
by classification variables may be found in Appendix E.

As can be seen, parents exerted the major influence on the seniors
plans. The ratings for all others, below the scale mid-point, indicate
they had little influence. Parents had more influence on high SES than
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Table 7-41

HAVE YOU APPLIED FOR ADMISSION TO ANY COLLEGE OR UNIVERSITY?
(1=110. I PLAN TO GO TO COLLEGE LATER; 6=YES, TO FOUR OR MORE COLLEGES)

1982 SENIORS

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 16439 1876914 3.60 1.7

SEX:
MALE 7531 862283 3.57 1.7
FEMALE 8908 1014630 3.63 1.6

SES:
LON 2707 282324 2.92 1.6
MIDDLE 7297 855522 3.44 1.6
HIGH 4784 547442 4.26 1.5

RACE:
WHITE 12248 1509258 3.65 1.6
BLACK 1918 198430 3.49 1.7
ASIAN-AMERICAN 255 25999 4.13 1.5
AMERICAN INDIAN 120 13736 2.416 1.5
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1006 61611 3.01 1.6
PUERTO RICAN 210 16909 3.34 1.8
OTHER HISPANIC 641 46755 3.34 1.6

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 13911 1655576 3.50 1.7
PRIVATE 657 65022 4.59 1.5
CATHOLIC 1871 156315 4.33 1.4

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4035 481830 4.14 1.7
NORTH CENTRAL 4881 559509 3.50 1.6
SOUTH 4465 507588 3.40 1.6
NEST 3058 327986 3.31 1.6

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 4832 552399 3.02 1.6
ACADEMIC 8175 919054 4.35 1.4
VOCATIONAL 3351 396954 2.70 1.6

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3463 366034 3.55 1.7
SUBURBAN 8657 960568 3.72 1.7
RURAL 4319 550312 3.44 1.6
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Table 7-42

HON FAR IN SCHOOL DO YOU THINK YOUR MOTHER WANTS YOU TO GO?
;MESS THAN HIGH SCHOOL; 5:GRADUATE DEGREE)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 13966 1784579 3.79 1.0 3.80 0.9 0.9 0.0 0.0

SEX:
MALE 6574 849991 3.78 1.0 3.79 0.9 1.0 0.0 0.0FEMALE 7392 934588 3.79 0.9 3.81 0.9 0.9 0.0 0.0

SES:
LOW 2631 315448 3.32 1.1 3.36 1.0 1.0 0.0 0.0MIDDLE 6792 897574 3.69 1.0 3.70 0.9 0.9 0.0 0.0HIGH 4299 545262 4.22 0.8 4.22 0.7 0.7 -0.0 -0.0

RACE:
WHITE 10608 1448324 3.76 1.0 3.77 0.9 0.9 0.0 0.0BLACK 1569 188990 4.03 1.0 4.03 0.9 0.9 -0.0 -0.0ASIAN-AMERICAN 209 22170 4.30 0.8 4.33 0.8 0.8 0.0 0.0AMERICAN INDIAN 102 13606 3.51 1.1 3.55 0.9 1.0 0.0 0.0MEXICAN-AMERICAN 805 53239 3.57 1.1 3.61 1.0 1.0 0.0 0.0PUERTO RICAN 149 14038 3.91 1.1 3.76 0.9 1.0 -0.1 -0.2OTHER H/SPANIC 507 42456 3.80 1.0 3.75 1.0 1.0 -0.0 -0.0

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 11827 1585891 3.75 1.0 3.76 0.9 1.0 0.0 0.0PRIVATE 526 57031 4.07 0.8 4.12 0.8 0.8 0.1 0.1CATHOLIC 1613 141656 4.13 0.8 4.14 0.8 0.8 0.0 0.0

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 3338 439995 3.80 1.0 3.80 0.9 1.0 -0.0 -0.0NORTH CENTRAL 4098 524049 3.67 1.0 3.69 0.9 0.9 0.0 0.0SOUTH 4187 545379 3.84 1.0 3.85 0.9 1.0 0.0 0.0WEST 2343 275156 3.89 0.9 3.91 0.9 0.9 0.0 0.0

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 4129 527810 3.58 1.0 3.57 0.9 1.0 -0.0 -0.0ACADEMIC 6649 827674 4.17 0.8 4.21 0.7 0.8 0.0 0.0VOCATIONAL 3141 423165 3.29 1.0 3.30 0.9 0.9 0.0 0.0

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 2724 322257 3.91 1.0 3.91 0.9 0.9 0.0 0.0SUBURBAN 7206 888131 3.85 1.0 3.88 0.9 0.9 0.0 0.0RURAL 4036 574191 3.62 1.0 3.61 0.9 1.0 -0.0 -0.0
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on low SES students and more influence on students in the academic
curriculum than on students in other curricula. Mothers had more influence
than did fathers in almost every classification group. Females and
minorities were more strongly influenced by same-age friends and relatives

Table 7-43

Mean Influences on Seniors
Post-High-School Plans

Mother 2.31

Father 2.16

Friends/Relatives 1.95

TeaChers 1.67

Guidance Counselor 1.63

College Recruiters 1.35

MilitLry Re:miters 1.19

than were males and Whites. Teachers and guidance counselors exerted
more influence on females, low SES students, and minorities than on other
groups. Colltge recruiters influenced high SES students and students in
the a.ademic curriculum more than students in other SES groups and other
curricula. Military recruiters, in contrast, had more influence on low
1ES students and on students in the general and vocational curriculum.
Minorqy students were more strongly influenced by both college recruiters
and military recruiters than were Whites.

The students were also asked in 1980 and in 1982 what others wanted
tnem to do after high school. The results are summarized in Table 7-44.
As can be seen, more than 60 percent of the students indicated, both as
sophomores and as seniors, that their parents wanted them to attend
college after high school. By their senior year, the majority of students
also indicated that their friends or relatives, their teachers, and their
guidance counselors also wanted them to attend college. There was a signi-
ficant decline between the sophomore and senior years in the percentage
of students indicating that they did not know what others wished for
school plans. The percentage of students indicating that others did not
care what they did declined between 1980 and 1982 for parents, friends,
and teachers but increased slightly for guidance counselors.

In summary, students educational expectations showed no change
between the sophomore and senior years, but aspirations for further
education rose. There was a small increase in students' planning to
enter post-secondary education directly after high school. There was,
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however, a shift in the type of education planned, with fewer students
choosing to enter four-year colleges and more choosing to enter academic
programs in two-year colleges. The typical student was planning to
attend a college that did not require advanced application for admission.
Parents had the greatest influence on students' post-high school plans.

Table 7-44

Others' Wishes for Snidents after High School

1980

by Percentage

Full-Time
College Work Other

Doesn't
Czre

Doesn't
Know

Mother 66.97 11.28 8.70 2.51 10.54

Father 61.21 11.21 9.53 3.17 14.87

Friends/Relatives 42.09 10.46 6.49 9.97 30.99

Teacher 33.05 1.30 2.08 7.39 56.18

Guidance Counselor 33.04 1.71 2.82 3.94 58.49

1982

Mother 66.58 12.19 13.75 2.15 5.33

Father 61.66 12.39 14.15 2.88 8.93

Friends/Relatives 54.93 11.78 9.28 6.99 17.03

Teacher 53.41 2.20 4.22 7.24 32.93

Guidance Counselor 57.98 1.58 5.73 5.24 29.50

D. OCCUPATIONAL ASPIRATIONS AND PLANS

In this section we review the student& occupational aspirativns
and plans. The section begins with occupational aspirations of the
students. Next the factors influencing work decisions are reviewed.
Finally, the work plans of students who will begin employment directly
after high school are covered.

1. Occupational Aspirations

The students were asked in 1980 and in 1982 to indicate the occupation
they wished to have at age 30. The results are summarized in Table 7-45.
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Msble 7-45

Percentage of Students by Cccupational Aspirations

as Sophomores and as Seniors

)f. Prof. Anned Schaol Not
2 Clerical Crafts lbchnical &maker Kroger Service Proprietor Fbrces Farm Operator leacher Imborer Sales Protective Wark

96 13.54 9.58 9.14 7.60 4.60 3.89 3.73 3.49 3.43 2.94 2.90 2.66 2.18 1.93 1.65 1.77

05 9.85 8.71 7.19 11.44 2.58 7.51 3.89 3.86 2.49 2.17 3.05 3.67 1.67 2.04 2.08 0.74
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As can be seen, in 1980 the largest group of students aspired to two
groups of professional occupations--Professional 1, which includes jobs
such as accountant, nurse, engineer, or social worker, and Professional
2, which includes jobs such as lawyer, physician, scientist, or college
teacher. By 1982, aspirations for Professional 1 occupations had increased
by 2.09 percentage points while aspirations for Professional 2 occupations
had decreased by 3.69 percentage points. Aspirations for technical occupa-
tions, such as draftsman or medical technician, rose by 3.84 percentage
points from 7.60 percent of the students as sophomores to 11.44 percent
as seniors, making this the second most popular occupational choice among
the seniors. There was also a considerable increase (3.62 percentage
points) in aspirations for managerial occupations.

The cross-tabuIations show extensive interaction between the
classification variables and occupational aspirations. Males aspired to
Professional 2 occupations twice as often as did females in 1982. High
SES students, private and Catholic school students, and students in the
academic curriculum were the major groups aspiring to professional
occupations in 1982., Asian Americans were more likely to have professional
aspirations than were students from other racial/ethnic groups.

2. Factors Influencing Occupational Choice

In 1982, the seniors were asked how important various factors were
in determining the kind of work they planned to be doing. The results
are summarized in Table 7-46. The scale ranges from 1 = not important to
3 = important.

As can be seen, all of these factors had sufficient influence to be
above the 2.0 midpoint of this scale. Work that seems important and
interesting is clearly the major factor, however. There were small sex
differences on several factors, with importance and sociability being
ranked more highly by females, and income ranked more highly by males.
There were few SES differences. However, low SES students placed less
emphasis on choosing work that seems important and interesting and that
provides a good income and more emphasis on choosing work in which they
had previous experience than did high SES students. Academic curriculum
students were more concerned with choosing work that was important and
interesting and less concerned with income and previous experience
than were general and vocational curriculum students.
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Table 7-46

Factors Influencing Seniors' Occupational Choice

Mean

Work that seems important and interesting 2.80

Meeting and working with sociable, friendly people 2.60

Job permanence and security 2.55

Freedom to make one's own decisions 2.54

Good income 2.38

Previous work experience in area 2.04

3. Work Plans

As indicated in the preceding section, nearly 30 percent of the
seniors indicated that they planned full-time work in the year immediately
after high school. Students who planned to work full time were asked if
they had a definite job lined up. The results are shown in Table 7-47.
The scale ranges from 0 = do not plan to work full-time to 4 = I will
continue the job I now have. The mean of 1.62 indicates that most bof
these students had made some inquiries at employment agencies or potential
employers but did not have a definite job Used up.

The seniors were also asked if they would be willing to move in
order to get a job they wanted. The results are shown in Table 7-48.
The scale ranges from 0 = No to 3 = Yes, I would prefer to move away. The
mean of 1.91 indicates that the typical student would be willing to move
but had a very slight preference for being able to find work it the
current community.

In summary, the typical student aspired to a professional occupat1on
and put most emphasis on finding work that would seem important and
interesting.

E. VALUES, EXPECTATIONS, AND ATTITUDES

The students were asked a variety of questions about their life
values, their expectations relating to work and family, and about other
attitudes. These are summarized in this section of the chapter.

1. Life Values

The students were asked in 1980 and in 1982 the importance of a
number of life values. The items were rated on a scale ranging from 1 =
not important to 3 = very important. The results are summarized in Table
7-49. Detailed tables are given in Appendix E.



Tab le 7-47

IF YOU PLAN TO WORK FULL-TIME AFTER HIGH SCHOOL, DO YOU HAVE A DEFINITE JOB LINED UPS
(0=00 NOT PLAN TO NORK FULL-TIME; 4mYES, I'LL CONTINUE IN A JOB I NOW HAVE)

1982 SENIORS

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 21086 2445005 1.62 1.6

SEX:
MALE 10158 1190004 1.81 1.6
FEMALE 10928 1255002 1.44 1.5

SES:
LOW 4186 454403 1.92 1.4
MIDDLE 9463 1126479 1.72 1.6
HIGH 5186 599701 1.11 1.5

RACE:
WHITE 15695 1956108 1.59 1.6
BLACK 2484 266255 1.71 1.4
ASIAN-AMERICAN 286 28766 1.19 1.5
AMERICAN INDIAN 172 19973 2.05 1.4
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1358 84892 1.92 1.5
PUERTO RICAN 266 22581 1.77 1.4
OTHER HISPANIC 770 60825 1.410 1.5

SCHOOL TYPE:.
PUBLIC 18257 2193505 1.68 1.5
PRIVATE 702 73696 0.98 1.4
CATHOLIC 2127 177805 1.17 1.5

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5125 615475 1.42 1.5
NORTH CENTRAL 6333 735097 1.66 1.6
SOUTH 6027 711277 1.73 1.5
NEST 3601 383156 1.65 1.6

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6882 800903 1.89 1.5
ACADEMIC 8727 983743 1.01 1.4
VOCATIONAL 5356 646909 2.20 1.4

COMMITY TYPE:
URBAN 4322 461503 1.64 1.5
SUBURBAN 10587 1194833 1.54 1.6
RURAL 6177 788670 1.72 1.5
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Table 7-48

WOULD YOU BE N/LL/NG TO HOVE FRCM THIS TOWN OR CITY IN ORDER TO GET A JOB YOU WANT?
(0=140) 3=YES, I WOULD PREFER TO MOVE AWAY)

1982 SEN/ORS

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 21754 2521302 1.91 0.9

SEX:
MALE 10519 1232110 1.93 0.9
FEMALE 11235 1289192 1.89 0.9

SES:
UN 4316 467882 1.86 0.9
MIDDLE 9765 1163534 1.88 0.9
HIGH 5349 616105 2.01 0.8

I

RACE:
WHITE 16114 2008531 1.88 0.9
BLACK 2617 281151 2.09 0.9
ASIAN-AMERICAN 296 L9865 1.88 0.8
AMERICAN INDIAN 176 r0525 1.99 1.0
MEX/CAN-AMERICAN 1415 :8016 1.86 0.9
PUERTO RICAN 269 :,?331 1.86 0.9
OTHER HISPANIC 807 ,.423i, 1.87 0.9

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 18811 8P5892h 1.92 0.9
PRIVATE 735 77167 1.82 0.9
CATHOLIC 2208 185%92 1.75 0.9

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5289 634770 1.94 0.9
NORTH CENTRAL 6505 753698 1.96 0.9
SOUTH 6265 740459 1.85 0.9
WEST 3695 392'177 L.86 0.9

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 7077 8Z3772 1.90 0.9
ACADEMIC 9044 1010605 1.98 0.8
VOCATIONAL 5502 664329 1.80 1.0

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4487 478704 1.82 0.9
SUBURBAN 10922 12327)1 1.87 0.9
RURAL 6345 809827 2.01 0.9
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Table 7-49

Mean Ratings of Life Values

Importance of:

1980

Sophomores
1982

Seniors Differences

2.85

2.84

2.80

2.86

2.d5

2.81

0.01

0.01*

0.01

Being successful at work

Being able to find steady work

Finding the right person to
marry and having a happy life

Having strong friendships 2.82 2.79 -0.03*

Having leisure to enjoy interests 2.69 2.69 -0.00

Giving your children better
opportunities than you've had 2.67 2.65 -0.02*

Having children 2.24 2.27 0.03

Having lots of money 2.23 2.22 -0.01

Living close to parents/relatives 1.98 1.85 -0.13*

Work to correct social and
economic inequities 1.78 1.71 -0.07*

Being a leader in the community 1.65 1.59 -0.06*

Getting away from this area of
the country 1.53 1.59 0.03*

*Significant difference

As can be seen, the students placed the highest values, both in 1980
and 1982, on items related to work. Altruistic values, as indicated by
items about community leadership and correcting social inequities, were
not only ranked low originally but showed a decline between the students'
sophomore and senior years. The largest decline, on the item indicating
the importance of living close to parents and relatives, is probably a
result of increasing independence.

Between 1980 and 1982, males, Blacks, and low SES showed significant
increases in the value placed on being successful at work. Low SES
students and American Indians placed significantly more value on finding
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steady work. Females and Blacks also placed significantly more value on
finding steady work. Females and Blacks placed significantly more value
on having children. Males, Whites, rural students, and students from the
North Central region placed significantly more value on getting away fram
their area of the country. The decreases in the value placed on living
close to parents affected most of the classification groups. The decli.le
in the value placed on correcting inequities affected all socioeconomic
groups and regions but was significant only for Whites and for public
school students. The declining value placed on community leadership was
significant for middle and high SES students, Whites, and for public and
Catholic school students.

It should be noted that most items received positive evaluations.
Only four items had a mean value below the 2.0 midpoint of this scale.

2. Expectations

Next the students were asked a series of questions about the age at
which they expected to have a regular job, finish their education, live
on their own, marry, and have children and, also, if they ever expected
to do these things. The results are summarized in Table 7-50. Detailed
tables by classification variable can be iound in Appendix E.

Table 7-50

Start first regular

Student Expectations

Mean Age Expect to...

1980 1982
Sophs. Seniors Difference

1980

Sophs.

Ever Expect to...

1982

Seniors Difference

job 19.31 19.93 0.6* 98.6 98.8 0.2

Live in own home/
apartment 20.18 20.81 0.6* 98.0 98.5 0.5*

Finish full-time
education 21.01 21.20 0.2* 100.0 96.1

Get married 22.89 23.10 0.2* 92.5 94.5 2.07

Have first child 24.55 24.93 0.4* 89.5 91.4 2.0*

*Significant difference

As can be seen, more than ninety percent of the seniors expect to do
all these things. The age at which students expected to accomplish each
of these increases significantly, however, between the students' sophomore
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and senior years. Males, who showed greater increases than females on
every item, were the primary contributors to this inciease in the age at
which students expected to achieve these goals, especially those items
relating to marriage and family.

3. Sex Roles

Sex-role attitudes were measured by a set of three questions. The
results are summarized in Table 7-51. The detailed tables are in Appendix E.
The agree-disagree scales provide a high score if the individual believes
that working women can be good mothers and that women are not unhappy if
they are employed outside of the home.

Table 7-51

Sex-Role Attitudes

A working mother can be just as good

1980
Sophomores

1982
Seniors Difference

a mother as one who doesn't work 2.71 2.81 0.1*

It is better if the man achieves and
the woman stays home 2.54 2.64 0.1*

Women are happiest when they are
making a home and caring for
children 2.53 2.70 0.2*

*Significant difference

As can be seen, there was a significant shift between the sophomore
and senior years toward higher scale values (agreeing with the first item
and disagreeing with the second and third). Females had higher scores

than males, both as sophomores and as seniors. Low SES students were
more likely to feel that working mothers could be good mothers than were
middle and high SES students but less likely to feel that women were
happy outside of the home.

4. Self-Concept

Students were faked severaL questions designed to assess self-concept.
These included, in aadition their responses on a six-item self concept
scale, xesponses to seven questions about how other students viewed them,
and questions about their attractiveness and popularity.

The responses to the six-item self-concept scale are summarized in
Table 7-52. The agree-disagree scale was constructed so that 1 = low

self-concept and 4 = high self-concept. The detailed tables may be found
in Appendix E.
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Table 7-52

Self-Concept

1980

Sophomores
1982

Seniors Difference

I feel I am a person of worth 3.23 3.35 0.12*

I am able to do things as well

as most people 3.21 3.31 0.11*

I take a positive attitude
toward myself 3.20 3.30 0.10*

I do not have much to be

proud of 3.20 3.28 0.08*

On the whole, I am satisfied

with myself 3.01 3.10 0.09*

At times I think I am no good
at all 2.48 2.68 0.20*

*Significant difference

As can be seen, there were significant changes in the direction at
more positive self-concept on all items between the sophomore and senior
years. Self-concept tended to increase with socioeconomic status, and
academic curriculum students tended to have a higher self-concept than
students in other curricula.

A second set of questions dealt with how the students felt others
saw them. These are summarized in Table 7-53. The items are scaled so
that the highest score (3.0) represents feeling that one is viewed
positively by others.

As can be seen, the students were most likely to feel that they were
not seen as troublemakers and least likely to feel that they were seen as
part of the leading crowd. There were small but statistically significant
increases between the sophomore and senior years on three items: not
being seen as a troublemaker, being seen as important, and being seen as
popular. There was a small but significant decrease in the extent to
which students felt they were seen as athletes. High SES students and
academic curriculum students tended to feel that they were seen more
positively by others than did low SES students and students in the
general and vocational curriculum.
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Table 7-54

I AM POPULAR WITH OTHER STUDENTS IN MY CLASS
(PERCENT TRUE)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE
N

WEIGHTED
N

1980 SOPHOMORES
MHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

PERCENT

1982 SENIORS

PERCENT

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

DIFFERENCE

TOTAL 18893 2433412 78.4 84.4 6.0*

SEX:
HALE 8948 1174770 78.1 84.9 6.8*
FEMALE 9945 1258642 78.7 84.0 5.3*

SES:
LOW 4064 490870 70.1 77.3 7.2*
MIDDLE 9320 1241659 79.3 85.0 5.7*HIGH 5085 651355 83.6 89.2 5.6*

RACE:
WHITE 14212 1957808 78.7 84.5 5.8*BLACK 2195 267772 80.6 87.7 7.1*ASIAN-AMERICAN 243 26402 69.2 76.0 6.8
AMERICAN INDIAN 145 18496 72.2 76.7 4.6
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1194 81935 70.2 76.8 6.6*
PUERTO RICAN 213 20947 71.0 84.7 13.6*OTHER HISPANIC 662 57042 78.8 83.1 4.3

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 16257 2180603 77.9 84.0 6.1*PRIVATE 602 71330 83.2 87.4 4.2CATHOLIC 2034 181478 82.9 88.1 5.2*

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4429 585435 80.9 86.7 5.8*
NORTH CENTRAL 5681 733390 76.8 83.3 6.5*SOUTH 5624 741935 78.7 84.9 6.2*WEST 3159 372651 77.4 82.3 4.9*

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6083 787160 75.9 81.7 5.8*
ACADEMIC 8088 1012854 82.2 89.0 6.7*VOCATIONAL 4631 622025 75.4 80.8 5.4*

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3670 438272 78.7 85.2 6.5*
SUBURBAN 9501 1183394 78.9 84.2 5.3*RURAL 5722 811747 77.6 84.4 6.8*
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Table 7-55

OTHERS THINK OF ME AS PHYSICALLY UNATTRACTIVE
(PERCENT FALSE)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

PERCENT

1982 SENIORS

PERCENT

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

DIFFERENCE

TOTAL 18715 2407913 83.4 89.3 5.9*

SEX:
MALE 8855 1161167 82.4 88.6 6.1*
FEMALE 9860 1246746 84.2 90.0 5.7*

SES:
LOW 4012 483786 79.4 85.3 5.9*
MIDDLE 9218 1227020 83.0 89.6 6.6*
HIGH 5064 647970 86.9 91.6 4.7*

RACE:
WHITE 14092 1939467 83.0 89.5 6.4*
BLACK 2189 265923 86.1 89.4 3.2*
ASIAN-AMERICAN 233 25219 85.5 90.6 5.1
AMERICAN INDIAN 142 18426 80.1 82.0 1.9
MEXICAN-ARERICAN 1159 78966 81.5 86.8 5.3*
PUERTO RICAN 214 20628 84.8 87.2 2.4
OTHER HISPANIC 657 56273 85.0 89.5 4.5

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 16092 2159495 83.1 89.0 6.0*
PRIVATE 607 70674 87.7 93.4 5.7*
CATHOLIC 2016 177745 85.5 91.0 5.4*

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4379 576628 84.5 90.3 5.8*
NORTH CENTRAL 5626 725505 82.2 88.5 6.2*
SOUTH 5587 736414 83.4 89.0 5.6*
NEST 3123 369366 83.8 90.0 6.2*

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6000 775877 81.0 87.9 6.9*
ACADEMIC 8035 1002994 85.8 91.2 5.5*
VOCATIONAL 4587 617476 82.6 87.9 5.3*

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3625 431532 85.4 89.4 4.0*
SUBURBAN 9417 1170657 84.1 90.4 6.2*
RURAL 5673 805724 81.2 87.7 6.5*
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Table 7-56

WHATEVER YOUR PLANS, DO YOU THINK VOU HAVE THE ABILITY TO COMPLETE COLLEGE?
(1=DEFINITELY NOT) 5=YES, DEFINITELY)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 19172 2470999 4.03 1.0 4.28 0.9 1.0 0.3* 0.3

SEX:
MALE 9082 1192142 4.00 1.0 4.23 1.0 1.0 0.2* 0.2
FEMALE 10090 1278857 4.06 0.9 4.33 0.9 0.9 0.3* 0.3

SES:
LOW 4072 493307 3.61 1.1 3.91 1.1 1.1 0.3* 0.3
MIDDLE 9398 1250841 3.99 1.0 4.26 0.9 0.9 0.3* 0.3
HIGH 5250 673548 4.44 0.8 4.62 0.7 0.7 0.2* 0.3

RACE:
WHITE 14510 1997851 4.03 1.0 4.29 0.9 1.0 0.3* 0.3
BLACK 2185 266273 4.12 1.0 4.31 0.9 0.9 0.2* 0.2
ASIAN-AMERICAN 256 27443 4.29 0.8 4.51 0.7 0.8 0.2 0.3
AMERICAN INDIAN 151 19443 3.69 1.0 4.08 1.1 1.0 0.4 0.4
MEXICAN-AMERIC41 1175 80499 3.80 1.0 3.97 1.0 1.0 0.2* 0.2
PUERTO RICAN 205 19395 3.92 1.0 4.14 1.0 1.0 0.2 0.2
OTHER HISPANIC 663 57152 3.91 1.1 4.18 1.0 1.0 0.3* 0.3

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 16476 2216037 4.00 1.0 4.25 0.9 1.0 0.3* 0.3
PRIVATE 637 74060 4.34 0.8 4.58 o.s 0.8 0.2* 0.3
CATHOLIC 2059 180902 4.28 0.8 4.54 0.7 0.8 0.3* 0.3

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4536 599265 4.05 1.0 4.32 0.9 1.0 0.3* 0.3
NORTH CENTRAL 5770 745149 3.94 1.0 4.24 0.9 1.0 0.3* 0.3
SOUTH 5639 744435 4.03 1.0 4.24 0.9 1.0 0.2* 0.2
WEST 3227 382151 4.15 0.9 4.38 0.8 0.9 0.2* 0.3

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6139 795632 3.76 1.1 4.04 1.0 1.0 0.3* 0.3
ACADEMIC 8292 1035577 4.46 0.7 4.67 0.6 0.7 0.2* 0.3
VOCATIONAL 4646 627752 3.66 1.1 3.95 1.0 1.0 0.3* 0.3

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3722 443363 4.08 1.0 4.29 0.9 0.9 0.2* 0.2
SUBURBAN 9681 1206177 4.11 1.0 4.34 0.9 0.9 0.2* 0.3
RURAL 5769 821459 3.88 1.1 4.18 1.0 1.0 0.3* 0.3
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Table 7-53

Perceptions of Others

Do other students see you as...

1980
Sophomores

1982

Seniors Difference

A troublemaker 2.72 2.80 0.08*

A good student 2.23 2.24 0.01

Socially active 1.98 1.96 -0.02

Important 1.96 1.99 0.03*

Popular 1.95 2.00 0.05*

An athlete 1.84 1.74

Part of the leading crowd 1.80 1.81 0.01

*Significant difference

Three other items which relate to self-concept have to do with
popularity, attractiveness, and ability. The results for these items are
shown in Tables 7-54 to 7-56.

As can be seen, students showed significant increases between , leir

sophomore and senior years toward more positive self-concept on each of
these items. In 1980, 78.4 percent of the sophomores said they were
popular with other students; by 1982, 84.4 percent of these students, now
seniors, felt they were popular. In 1980, 83.4 percent of the sophomores
said they were not seen as unattractive; by 1982 this had increased to
89.3 percent. In 1980, the typical sophomore felt that she/he probably
had the ability to complete college (mean 4.03); by 1982 this mean had
increased to 4.28, a difference of .30 scale points or .3 of the standard
deviation. Again we find higher self-concept among high SES and academic
curriculum students.

Taken together these two sets of s show an increase in positive
self-concept as the students move from _Lieir sophomore to their senior
year in high school.

5. Locus of Control

The final set of attitude variables has to do with locus of control,
or the extent to which individuals feel able to control their own destiny.
This construct was measured by a six-point scale. The scale was constructed
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so that 1 = external locus of control or a feeling that others control one's
life and 4 = internal locus of control or a feeling of being able to control
what happens to oneself. The results are summarized in Table 7-57.

Table 7-57

Locls of Control

Good luck is more important than

1980

katET222E1

1982
Seniors Difference

hard workfipr success 3.13 3.18 0.05*

Planning only makes a person
unhappy 3.03 3.06 0.03*

What happens to me is my own
doing 2.98 3.05 0.07*

When I make plans, I am almost
certain I can make them work 2.93 3.03 0.10*

When I try to get ahead, some-
body stops me 2.79 2.86 0.07*

People who accept their condition
in life are happier than those
who try to change 2.47 2.67 0.20*

*Significant difference

As can be seen, there were significant increases for those students
between 1980 and 1982 toward more internalized locus of control. As was
the case with self-concept, more internalized locus of control was found
among high SES and academic curriculum students.

6. Other Attitudes

Students were also asked several questions about their attitudes toward
school and certain subjects. Table 7-58 shows the extent of agreement with
the statement "I like to work hard in school." Approximately 56 percent of
the students responded true to this statement. As can be seen, although
there was no significant sophomore-to-senior-year change for all students,
this average masks a considerable sex difference in responses. Sophomore
males had a lower agreement level than sophomore females. In addition,
there was a significant decline in males agreeing with this item between
the sophomore and senior years while females showed a significant increase.
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Table 7-58

/ LIKE TO WORK HARD IN SCHOOL
(PERCENT TRUE)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISC4;S FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

PERCENT

1982 SENIORS

PERCENT

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

DIFFERENCE

TOTAL 19078 2456884 56.1 56.1 -0.0

SEX:
MALE 9019 1183939 49.1 46.6 -2.5*
FEMALE 10059 1272946 62.6 64.9 2.3*

SES:
LOW 4091 493325 55.8 58.1 2.2
MIDDLE 9402 1252874 54.8 54.5 -0.3
HIGH 5162 661521 58.7 57.4 -1.3

RACE:
WHITE 14370 1979862 53.6 53.6 -0.0
BLACK 2195 267456 71.3 71.0 -0.3
ASIAN-AMERICAN 245 26474 68.9 70.3 1.4
AMERICAN INDIAN 147 19162 59.6 59.5 -0.2
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1214 83015 59.9 62.7 2.9
PUERTO RICAN 213 20778 60.9 55.8 -5.1
OTHER HISPANIC 668 57751 56.1 55.3 -0.8

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 16408 2201277 56.1 56.2 0.0
PRIVATE 622 73417 56.3 53.1 -3.2
CATHOLIC 2048 182190 55.7 56.2 0.4

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4476 591917 52.8 52.4 -0.3
NORTH CENTRAL 5738 741775 53.6 54.4 0.8
SOUTH 5675 748048 59.9 59.0 -1.0
WEST 3189 375144 58.7 59.4 0.7

CURRICULUM:
SENERAL 6144 794285 47.6 45.3 -2.4
ACADEMIC 8181 1024212 65.6 65.6 -0.0
VOCATIONAL 4658 626622 51.4 54,1 2.7

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3700 440209 62.5 61.3 -1.2
SUBURBAN 9597 1195972 55.2 54.8 -0.4
RURAL 5781 820704 54.1 55.2 1.1
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Table 7-59

I AM INTERESTED IN SCHOOL
(PERCENT TRUE)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE
N

WEIGHTED
N

1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

PERCENT

1982 SENIORS

PERCENT

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

DIFFERENCE
TOTAL 19808 2546614 79.2 75.2 -4.0*
SEX:

MALE 9443 1237681 75.4 70.9 -4.4*FEMALE 10365 1308934 82.8 79.1

SES:
LOW 4310 518083 76.2 74.4 -1.9MIDDLE 9701 1291519 78.2 73.6 -4.6*HIGH 5319 681032 83.7 79.2 -4.5*

RACE:
WHITE 14789 2036625 77.8 73.4 -4.3*BLACK 2345 288366 87.4 84.6 -2.8*ASIAN-AMERICAN 265 28642 88.8 83.0 -5.8AMERICAN INDIAN 156 19886 72.7 70.2 -2.4MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1308 88706 83.3 79.9 -3.5PUERTO RICAN 218 20969 83.9 78.3 -5.6OTHER HISPANIC 698 60409 77.8 77.9 0.1

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 17077 2286299 79.1 74.9 -4.2*PRIVATE 636 7374k 79.9 81.9 2.0CATHOLIC 2095 186573 80.8 76.2 -4.6*

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4550 600393 75.2 73.0 -2.2NORTH CENTRAL 5864 756291 78.3 74.7 -3.6*SOUTH 6013 794831 81.3 76.9WEST 3381 395099 82.7 75.7 -7.0*

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6393 826353 72.6 66.2 -6.4*ACADEMIC 8437 1054206 87.5 85.2 -2.3*VOCATIONAL 4879 653727 74.2 70.3 -3.8*

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3865 459257 82.1 77.1 -5.0*SUBURBAN 9957 1242364 79.3 75.1 -4.2*RURAL 5986 844993 77.5 74.2 -3.3*
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The students were asked, as sophomores and as seniors, if they
agreed with the statement "I am interested in school." The results are
shown in Table 7-59. Approximately three-quarters of the seniors agreed
with this statement. As can be seen, there was a slight but significant
decrease in interest between the sophomore and senior years. This decline
in interest was greatest among middle and high SES students, students in
public and Catholic schools, students from the West, students from urban
communities, and students enrolled in the general curriculum. Females
and minority students tended to indicate more interest in school than
males and Whites. However, interest in school increased with higher SES.
Academic curriculum students reported more interest in school than did
general or vocational curriculum students.

The students were asked in 1980 if they found English and mathematics
courses interesting and if they felt that these courses would be useful in
their futures. The results are summarized in Tables 7-60 and 7-61. More

detailed results are given in Appendix E. These tables are included
here, rather than in the dropout chapter because of their relevenca for
in-school subjects.

Table 7-60

Courses Useful in Future

All

Sophs.

All

Stayers

Stayers

Acad. Gen. Voc.

All

Dropouts
Dropouts

Acad. Gen. Voc.,

Mathematics 59.4 61.0 67.1 58.0 57.2 50.8 57.8 49.6 51.9

English/
Literature 56.0 57.4 62.4 55.5 53.3 48.6 51.8 49.2 47.9

Table 7-61

Courses Interesting

All All Stayers All Dropouts
Sophs. Stayers Acad. Gen. Voc. Dropouts Acad. Gen. Voc.

English/

Literature 32.4 32.3 35.0 30.7 29.9 33.0 30.9 33.9 33.5

Mathematics 32.0 32.8 39.4 30.0 27.9 27.8 34.4 29.0 22.6

As can be seen, more than half of all sophomores felt that mathematics
and English courses could be useful in the future. However, only about a
third of all sophomores found these courses interesting. Students who
stayed in school were more likely to feel that math and English would be
useful than were students who became dropouts. Students who stayed in
school also found mathematics, but not English, more interesting than did
those who later dropped out.
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Among the students who remained in school, academic students were more
likely to feel that English and mathematics would be useful in the future than
were students in the general or vocational curriculum. Academic students also
found these courses more interesting than did general or voational students.

The students were also asked in 1980 several questions exploring how they
felt about their English and mathematics classes. The results are shown in
Tables 7-62 and 7-63. The scores are the total of positive responses to the
four items related to each course area (at ease in class, not tense, not
scared, do not dread).

As can be seen, students who remained in school had significantly more
positive feelings about English and mathematics classes than did the students
who became dropouts. Females had more posit'-'e feelings about English than
did males but less positive feelings toward oathematics. Feelings became more
positive with increasing SES and were more positive in the academic than the
general or vocational curriculum. Hispanic students had less positive feelings
about English than did Whites or Blacks. Asian Americans had more positive
feelings toward mathematics than did students from other racial/ethnic groups.

In summary, this section shows that students placed higher values on
success at work than on altruistic achievement. It also shows that the
typical senior expected to start a regular job before age 20, live in
her/his own home or apartment about age 21, finish his/her fulltime
education before age 22, marry at about age 23, and have a child before
age 25. Between their sophomore and senior years, the students' sex role
attitudes changed significantly and there were also significant changes
toward more positive self concept and more internalized locus of control.
Students interest in school declined between their sophomore and senior
years.



Table 7-62

FEELINGS ABOUT ENGLISH CLASSES
(CO(NT OF AT EASE; NOT TENSE; NOT SCARED; NOT DREAD CLASS)

ALL SOPHOMORES

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980

SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

UNTIL SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SOPHOMORES
WHO DROPPED OUT

BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP
H

WTD
H MEAN S.D.

SAMP
N

WTO
N MEAN S.D.

SAMF
N

WTD
N MEAN S.D.

DROPOUTS
MINUS

STAYERS
EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 24930 3278 2.85 1.3 22591 2777 2.90 1.3 2339 501 2.54 1.4 -0.36* -0.28
SEX:

((ALE 12317 1648 2.71 1.3 11112 1382 2.77 1.3 1205 266 2.42 1.4 -0.35* -0.26FEMALE 12613 1630 2.99 1.3 11479 1395 3.04 1.2 1134 235 2.68 1.4 -0.35* -0.28
$ES:

LON 6046 776 2.66 1.3 5099 588 2.72 1.3 947 188 2.47 1.4 -0.25* -0.18MIDDLE 11747 1581 2.85 1.3 10827 1376 2.68 1.3 920 204 2.61 1.4 -0.27* -0.20HIGH 6140 787 3.10 1.2 5897 726 3.12 1.2 243 61 2.79 1.4 -0.34 -0.28
RACE:

WHITE 17810 2513 2.86 1.3 16421 2170 2.91 1.3 1389 344 2.50 1.4 -0.41* -0.31BLACK 3325 423 2.94 1.2 2425 344 2.97 1.2 400 79 2.80 1.2 -0.18 -0.15ASIAN-ANERICAN 326 35 2.75 1.3 308 32 2.74 1.3 18 2 2.83 1.0 0.09 0.07AMERICAN INDIAN 256 33 2.63 1.3 201 24 2.78 1.3 55 9 2.23 1.4 -0.55 -0.43MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1885 142 2.71 1.3 1612 108 2.76 1.3 273 34 2.54 1.4 -0.21 -0.17PUERTO RICAN 331 36 2.58 1.3 261 25 2.61 1.3 70 11 2.50 1.2 -0.11 -0.09OTHER HISPANIC 907 84 2.66 1.3 792 67 2.69 1.3 115 17 2.57 1.3 -0.12 -0.09
SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 21850 2983 2.83 1.3 19604 2504 2.89 1.3 2246 480 2.53 1.4 -0.36* -0.28PRIVATE 722 93 2.96 1.3 692 79 2.98 1.3 30 14 2.87 1.4 -0.11 -0.08CATHOLIC 2358 202 3.03 1.3 2295 194 3.04 1.3 63 8 2.70 1.2 -0.33 -0.26
GEOGRAPHIC REGION:

NORTHEAST 5408 718 2.97 1.3 5015 635 3.01 1.2 393 83 2.68 1.4 -0.33* -0.27NORTH CENTRAL 7229 935 2.82 1.4 6667 817 2.87 1.3 562 119 2.49 1.4 -0.38* -0.28SOUTH 7916 ma 2.76 1.3 6979 887 2.83 1.3 937 202 2.46 1.4 -0.38* -0.29WEST 4377 536 2.90 1.3 3930 438 2.95 1.3 447 97 2.66 1.4 -0.29* -0.23
CURRICULUM:

GENERAL 10983 1479 2.75 1.4 9734 1208 2.80 1.3 1249 271 2.54 1.4 -0.26* -c.19ACADEMIC 8547 1052 3.12 1.2 8263 988 3.15 1.2 284 64 2.75 1.5 -0.40* -0.33VOCATIONAL 4897 682 2.66 1.3 4192 535 2.71 1.3 705 147 2.49 1.3 -0.22 -0.17
COMMUNITY TYPE:

URBAN 5309 662 2.94 1.3 4637 525 2.99 1.3 672 137 2.74 1.3 -0.25* -0.20SUBURBAN 12277 1563 2.90 1.3 11320 1355 2.96 1.3 957 208 2.51 1.4 -0.45* -0.35RURAL 7344 1052 2.72 1.4 6634 896 2.77 1.3 710 156 2.41 1.4 -0.36* -0.27

NOTE: WEIGHTED H IS IN THOUSANDS
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Table 7-63

FEELINOS ABOUT MATHEMATICS CLASSES
(COUNT OF AT EASE( NOT TENSE( NOT SCARED( NOT DREAD CLASS(

ALL SOPHOMORES

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980

SOPHOMORES SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL WHO DROPPED OUT
UNTIL SENIOR FOLLOWUP BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAM
N

WTO
N MEAN S.D.

SAMP
N

NYU
N MEAN S.D.

SAMP
N

NYC
N MEAN S.D.

DROPOUTS
MINUS
STAYERS

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 24712 1249 2.74 1.4 22418 2756 2.76 1.4 2294 493 2.59 1.4 -0.17* -0.12

HALE 12206 1634 2.85 1.3 11014 1370 2.89 1.3 1192 264 2.65 1.3 -0.25* -0.19
FEMALE 12506 1615 2.62 1.4 11404 1385 2.63 1.4 1102 229 2.83 1.5 -0.10 -0.07

OESI
LOW 5979 767 2.68 1.4 5049 583 2.70 1.4 930 185 2.62 1.4 -0.08 -0.06

MIDDLE 11648 1566 2.74 1.4 10745 1366 1.76 1.4 903 200 2.55 1.5 -0.21 -0.15
NISH 6114 785 2.81 1.4 5872 723 2.81 1.4 242 61 2.73 1.3 -0.08 -0.06

NACU
MITE 17654 2492 2.75 1.4 16292 2153 2.77 1.4 1362 339 2.59 1.4 -0.18* -0.13

BLACK 3194 419 2.74 1.3 2903 342 2.75 1.3 391 77 2.67 1.3 -0.08 -0.06

ASIAN-AMERICAN 326 35 2.91 1.2 308 32 1.90 1.3 18 2 2.99 1.0 0.08 0.07

NIERICAN INDIAN 252 33 2.62 1.3 197 24 2.69 1.2 SS 9 2.42 1.3 -0.27 -0.22
NEXICAN-AMERICAN 1865 140 2.62 1.3 1600 107 2.61 1.3 265 33 2.64 1.3 0.03 0.02

PUERTO RICAN 329 35 2.50 1.3 261 25 2.55 1.3 68 11 2.40 1.3 -0.14 -0.11

OTHER HISPANIC 902 84 2.64 1.4 786 66 2.67 1.4 116 18 2.55 1.3 -0.12 -0.08

ICHOOt TYPE(
PUBLIC 21646 2956 2.74 1.4 19443 2484 2.76 1.4 2203 472 2.59 1.4 -0.18* -0.13

PRIVATE 718 92 2.82 1.4 688 78 2.85 1.4 30 14 2.63 1.3 -0.22 -0.16

CATHOtIC 2348 201 2.69 1.4 2287 194 2.68 1.4 61 7 2.95 1.1 0.26 0.19

OlOORAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5368 712 2.85 1.3 4906 631 tam 1.4 382 81 2.83 1.3 -0.02 -0.02

NORTH CENTRAL 7144 924 2.71 1.4 6598 808 2.73 1.4 546 116 2.60 1.4 -0.13 -0.09
SOUTH 7858 1080 2.68 1.4 6929 881 2.72 1.4 929 19T 2.51 1.4 -0.21* -0.16

NEST 4342 532 2.73 1.4 3905 436 2.77 1.4 437 96 2.55 1.4 -0.21 -0.15

CIAIRICKUN:
SENERAL 10879 1466 2.68 1.4 9653 1197 2.69 1.4 1226 268 2.63 1.4 -0.06 -0.04

ACADEMIC 8520 1048 2.86 1.4 8240 986 2.87 1.4 280 63 2.68 1.4 -0.19 -0.14

VOCATIONAL 4824 672 2.68 1.4 4133 528 2.73 1.3 691 143 2.50 1.4 -0.23 -0.17

COMPUInv Tril:
URBAN 5267 656 2.73 1.4 4610 522 2.78 1.4 657 135 2.56 1.4 -0.22 -0.16

SUBURBAN 12173 1549 2.77 1.4 11235 1345 2.78 1.4 938 204 2.65 1.4 -0.14 -0.10

OURAL 7272 1043 2.69 1.4 6573 889 2.72 1.4 699 154 2.55 1.4 -0.17 -0.12

Nom ISETDD N IS IN =USN=

298



-277-

Chapter 8

THE DROPOUTS VERSUS SCHOOL STAYERS

This chapter begins by examining the reasons given by the dropouts
for leaving school and a summary of their activities from 1980 to 1982.
Next we contrast school stayers and dropouts with respect to their
questionnaire responses in the following areas: (1) post-high school
plans and aspirations, (2) school attitudes and behaviors, (3) behaviors
outside of school, and (4) attitudes towards self and society. Contrasts
between school stayers and dropouts with respect to demographics and
family variables have been discussed in Chapter 2. Comparisons between
school stayers and dropouts with respect to cognitive and life skill
outcomes have been presented in Chapter 6.

Tables contrasting dropouts and stayers are presented only for those
contrasts which are considered important and where the differences are
statistically significant and also have an effect size equal to or
greater than ten percent of a standard deviation for continuous variables.
Where the variables are reported in terms of percentages, the difference
must be statistically significant and show at least a five percentage
point differential.

A. REASONS FOR LEAVING SCHOOL

Table 8-1 summarizes the reasons given by dropouts for leaving
school. In the total sample the predominant reasons for leaving school
were poor grades and dislike of schooling. A sizeable percentage also
left school because they were offered a job and chose to work. Next in
line of importance were marriage and problems getting along with teachers.
It is interesting to note that not getting along with other students was
a rarely mentioned reason for dropping out.

Inspection of male-female differences with respect to the dominant
reasons for dropping out suggests that males are more likely to leave because:
(1) they had poor grades, (2) they did not like school, (3) they were
offered a job and chose to work, and (4) they could not get along with
their teachers. Females are more likely than males to leave because
(1) they did not like school, (2) they planned to marry, (3) they had poor
grades, and (4) pregnancy. In summary, males' reasons for leaving tend to
be related to performance (grades) and to behavior (expulsion or inability
to get along with teachers). Females leave for performance reasons and
marital and/or pregnancy problems.

Approximately 38 percent of the dropouts said that they felt leaving
school had been a good decision for them; 42 percent felt it had not been
a good decision and 20 percent were not sure whether it was a good or a
bad decision.
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Table 8 -1

Reasons Given by Dropouts for Leaving School

Total Males Females

Reasons for Leaving Percent Percent Percent

Expelled or Suspended 9.5 13.0 5.3

Getting Married 17.8 6.8 30.7

Pregnancy 10.9 -- 23.4

Poor Grades 33.0 35.9 29.7

Support Their Families 11.1 13.6 8.3

Offered A Job and Chose to Work 19.5 26.9 10.7

Entered Military 4.3 7.2 .8

Too Far to Go to School 3.6 2.2 5.3

Did Not Like School 33.1 34.8 31.1

School Grounds Too Dangerous 2.3 2.7 1.7

Wanted to Travel 6.8 7.0 6.5

Friends Dropping Out 4.6 6.5 2.3

Could Not Get Program I Wanted 6.1 7.5 4.5

Illness or Disability 5.5 4.6 6.5

Could Not Get Along with Teachers 15.5 20.6 9.5

Could Not Get Along with Other 5.6 5.4 5.9

Students
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B. 1980-1982 ACTIVITIES

The dropouts were asked at the time of the 1982 follow-up to indicate
their current activities. rorty-seven percent said they were working for
pay either full-time or part-time, 29 percent said they were looking for
work, 16 percent said they were homemakers, 4 percent reported being in
military service, 6 percent said they were on temporarily layoff from a
job or waiting to start a job, and nine percent said they were "taking a
break from school." Fifty-six percent said they had done some kind of
work for pay during the week preceding the follow-up. Only 5 percent had
never worked for pay since dropping out of high school. Of those who had
ever been employed, food service jobs were the most common, reported by
18 percent. Ten percent had heid jobs in manual labor and ten percent
had held sales jobs.

Table 8-2 summarizes the training and education activities of the
dropouts since high school. Twenty-one percent of the dropouts indicated
that they had participated in some kind of noncredit education or training
program since leaving high school. The largest numbers were enrolled in
a GED program or were involved in on-the-job-training. Twelve percent of
the dropouts said they were being trained for a specific type of work.

In addition to the training described above, some dropouts had also
received more formal education. Seventeen percent indicated that they
fuld received academic tutoring or had taken remedial courses. Seventeen
percent of the dropouts also indicated that they had enrolled in on
educational institution since they dropped out of high school. The
largest number (approximately ten percent of all dropouts) had taken
courses at a vocational, trade or business school; approximately five
percent of the dropouts had enrolled in courses at a junior or community
college.
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Table 8-2

Dropout Participation in Training,

All

Dropouts

1980 to 1982

Males Females

Participated in some form of job
training or noncredit education

21.1% 24.6% 17.0%

Type of education/training

GED program 8.3 9.7 6.6

On-the-job training 7.9 9.3 6.3

Employer provided instruction 2.2 2.1 2.3

Apprenticeship 0.6 1.0 0.1

Manpower development 1.2 2.2 0.1

Work incentive (WIN) 0.4 0.6 0.2

Neighborhood Youth Corps 1.5 1.8 1.1

CETA 2.0 2.3 1.6

Other education and training 2.5 1.8 3.3

Correspondence course 1.1 0.7 1.7

Noncredit courses for
enrichment 1.5 2.1 0.7

Other programs 1.0 0.9 1.2

The type of educational training categories are not mutually exclusive and

thus the percentages are not strictly additive.
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C. EDUCATIONAL PLANS AND ASPIRATIONS

This section and those which follow it compare the dropouts and
stayers on several critical dimensions. Tables 8-3 and 8-4 present
contrasts between school stayers and dropouts with respect to educational
plans (Table 8-3) and the "lowest level of education you would be satis-
fied with" (Table 8-4). Inspection of Tables 8-3 and 8-4 indicate that
levels of education planned and educational aspirations are considerably
higher for the sophomores who remained in high school. It is also
interesting to note that this differential in favor of school stayers is
considerably greater when dealing with plans (Table 8-3) than with
aspirations (Table 8-4). This result is primarily a function of the fact
that the school stayers tend to have a greater positive gap between their
educational plans and the minimum level they would be satisfied with. It
is interesting to note that even the typical dropout plans to pursue
her/his education beyond a high school degree (a code of "2" is high
school graduate).

In a question asked of dropouts only, "Do you plan to go back to
school eventually to get a diploma or to take a high school equivalency
test?", approximately 19 percent of the dropouts indicated that they
planned to return to school and 52 percent said they planned to take a
high school equivalency test.

Sophomores were asked retrospectively if they expected to go to
college when they were: (1) in the sixth grade, (2) seventh grade,
(3) eighth grade, and (4) ninth grade. School stayers at each grade
level were more likely than dropouts to report that they expected to go
to college. This differential in favor of stayers was relatively large,
about one-half a standard deviation, and tended to increase with each
grade level. This increased differential in favor of school stayers re-
sulted from the school stayers having increased their level of educational
plans at each succeeding grade, while the dropouts were more likely to
have locked themselves into an educational plan relatively early in their
schooling process. Table 8-5 below presents a summary of these results.

D. SCHOOL ATTITUDES AND BEHAVIORS

Peer and best friend support systems are thought to be important
factors in determining the school behaviors and the a titudes of any given
high school student. The following summary (Table 8-6) contrasts school
stayers and dropouts with respect to the behaviors and attitudes of their
best friends.

The largest difference between school stayers and dropouts is in the
percentage who have friends who are interested in school and/or plan to
go to college. It is interesting to note that not only do these two
variables show large differentials, but they are also characterized by
relatively low percentages. That is, regardless of the school stayer or
dropout group, your best friend is more likely to be popular than to be
interested in school and/or planning to go to college. Popular students
may not be interested in school or going to college but they may be
everybody's best friend.

333



TOTAL

SEX:
MALE
FEMALE

SES:
LOW
MIDDLE
HIGH

RACE:
WHITE
BLACK
ASIAN-AMERICAN
AMERICAN INDIAN
MEXICAN-AMERICAN
PUERTO RICAN
OTHER HISPANIC

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC
PRIVATE
CATHOLIC

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST
NORTH CENTRAL
SOUTH
WEST

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL
ACADEMIC
VOCATIONAL

COMMLIPITY TYPE:
URBAN
SUBURBAN
RURAL

Table 8-3

AS THINGS STAND NON, HON FAR IN SCHOOL DO YOU THINK YOU WILL GET?
(1=LESS THAN HIGH SCHOOL) 5:GRADUATE DEGREE)

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980

SAMP
N

ALL SOPHOMORES

NTO
N MEAN S.D.

SOPHOMORES
NHO STAYED IN SCHOOL
UNTIL SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP MID
N N MEAN S.D.

SOPHOMORES
NNO DROPPED OUT

BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP NTO
N N MEAN S.D.

EROPOUTS
MINUS

STAYERS
EFFECT
SIZE

24231 3181 3.27 1.1 22026 2711 3.38 1.1 2205 470 2.61 1.0 -0.78* -0.74

11916 1591 3.22 1.1 10789 1343 3.34 1.1 1127 247 2.57 1.0 -0.76* -0.72
12315 1591 3.32 1.1 11237 1368 3.43 1.0 1078 222 2.65 1.1 -0.78* -0.76

5871 754 2.76 1.0 4952 57? 2.88 1.0 919 181 2.3s 1.0 -0.50* -0.51
11494 1546 3.22 1.0 10610 1350 3.29 1.0 884 196 2.69 1.0 -0.61* -0.61
6035 774 3.94 1.0 5802 715 4.01 0.9 233 59 3.14 1.1 -0.67* -0.94

17433 2456 3.29 1.1 16113 2131 3.40 1.0 1320 325 2.55 1.0 -0.85* -0.81
3189 405 3.27 1.1 2816 332 3.37 1.1 373 73 2.84 1.1 -0.53* -0.48
318 33 3.91 1.0 301 31 4.00 1.0 17 2 2.89 1.1 -1.11 -1.12
240 31 2.96 1.1 191 23 3.16 1.1 .... 8 2.38 0.9 -0.78* -0.70
1806 135 2.96 1.1 1550 103 3.09 1.1 256 32 2.52 1.0 -0.57* -0.54
311 33 3.16 1.1 245 23 3.31 1.1 66 10 2.83 0.9 -0.48 -0.43
872 81 3.24 1.1 760 64 3.33 1.0 112 17 2.89 1.1 -0.45 -0.43

21226 2894 3.22 1.1 19108 2444 3.33 1.1 2118 450 2.60 1.0 -0.73* -0.70
699 89 3.68 1.0 671 76 3.80 1.0 28 13 2.91 1.0 -0.89* -0.91
2306 198 3.82 1.0 2247 191 3.87 1.0 59 7 2.66 1.1 -1.21* -1.26

5208 693 3.36 1.1 4843 615 3.46 1.1 365 77 2.58 1.1 -0.88* -0.82
7095 917 3.22 1.1 6555 803 3.32 1.0 540 114 2.54 1.0 -0.79* -0.77
7684 1055 3.20 1.1 6799 865 3.33 1.1 885 190 2.63 1.0 -0.69* -0.65
4244 516 3.38 1.1 3829 428 3.52 1.0 415 89 2.69 1.0 -0.83* -0.81

10703 1440 3.03 1.0 9514 1181 3.14 1.0 1189 259 2.52 1.0 -0.62* -8.62
8391 1032 3.94 0.9 8118 973 3.97 0.9 273 59 3.33 1.1 -0.64* -0.70
4703 652 2.79 0.9 4036 516 2.87 0.9 667 136 2.48 1.0 -0.39* -0.44

5113 636 3.31 1.1 4488 510 3.44 1.1 625 126 2.79 1.1 -0.68* -0.61
11953 1519 3.38 1.1 11050 1323 3.48 1.0 903 196 2.69 1.0 -0.79* -0.76
7165 1027 3.08 1.1 6488 879 3.20 1.0 677 148 2.34 0.9 -0.86* -0.84

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANDS

3" 4
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Table 8-4

WHAT IS THE LOWEST LEVEL OF EDUCATION YOU WOULD BE SATISFIED Wm?
(1=LESS THAN HIGH SCHOOL; 5=GRADUATE DEGREE)

ALL SOPHOHORES-1980

SOPHOMORES SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL WHO DROPPED OUT

ALL SOPHOHORES UNTIL SENIOR FOLLOWUP BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP WTD
N MEAN S.D.

SAMP
H

WTD
N MEAN S.D.

SAMP
H

WTD
N MEAN S.D.

DROPOUTS
MINUS
STAYERS

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 23476 3087 2.76 0.9 21413 2640 2.83 0.9 2063 447 2.34 0.9 -0.49* -0.52
SEX:

MALE 11417 1527 2.75 0.9 10378 1294 2.83 0.9 1039 233 2.34 0.8 -0.49* -0.52FEMALE 12059 1560 2.76 0.9 11035 1345 2.83 0.9 1024 214 2.35 0.9 -0.48* -0.52
SES:

LOW 5601 718 2.42 0.8 4745 547 2.48 0.8 856 171 2.22 0.8 -0.26* -0.31MIDDLE 11246 1517 2.66 0.9 10397 1326 2.71 0.9 849 191 2.33 0.8 -0.38* -0.44HIGH 5942 764 3.29 0.9 5716 706 3.33 0.9 226 58 2.74 1.0 -0.59* -0.65

RACE:
WHITE 17101 2413 2.74 0.9 15826 2094 2.82 0.9 1275 319 2.26 0.8 -0.55* -0.60BLACK 2933 370 2.87 1.0 2619 308 2.91 1.0 314 62 2.65 1.0 -0.26* -0.26ASIAN-AMERICAN 310 33 3.35 1.0 294 31 3.42 1.0 16 2 2.36 0.8 -1.07* -1.05AMERICAN INDIAN 228 29 2.63 0.9 182 22 2.74 0.9 46 8 2.32 1.0 -0.42 -0.45MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1704 127 2.55 0.9 1466 97 2.60 0.9 238 30 2.40 0.9 -0.21 -0.23PUERTO RICAN 300 32 2.80 0.9 240 22 2.90 0.9 60 9 2.57 0.8 -0.33 -0.37OTHER HISPANIr 837 77 2.80 1.0 734 61 2.86 1.0 103 16 2.57 0.9 -0.29 -0.30

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 20525 2802 2.72 0.9 18543 2375 2.79 0.9 1982 428 2.34 0.9 -0.45* -0.49PRIVATE 696 88 3.08 1.0 670 75 3.20 1.0 26 12 2.33 1.0 -0.07* -0.88CATHOLIC 2255 197 3.14 0.9 2200 190 3.16 0.9 55 7 2.69 1.0 -0.46 -0.49

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5167 685 2.82 1.0 4820 612 2.89 1.0 347 73 2.29 0.9 -0.59* -0.62NORTH CENTRAL 6775 880 2.68 0.9 6286 775 2.74 0.9 489 105 2.23 0.8 -0.51* -0.57SOUTH 7350 1009 2.74 0.9 6520 828 2.81 0.9 830 180 2.40 0.9 -0.41* -0.44NEST 4184 513 2.86 1.0 3787 424 2.95 0.9 397 89 2.40 0.9 -0.55* -0.58

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 10345 1390 2.56 0.9 9227 1145 2.63 0.9 1118 245 2.26 0.8 -0.37* -0.43ACADEMIC 8270 1023 3.23 0.9 8004 963 3.25 0.9 266 60 2.76 1.0 -0.50* -0.53VOCATIONAL 4437 618 2.44 0.8 3837 492 2.48 0.8 600 127 2.28 0.8 -0.20* -0.25

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4866 608 2.81 1.0 4288 488 2.89 0.9 578 120 2.49 0.9 -0.40* -0.42SUBURBAN 11672 1485 2.84 0.9 10813 1298 2.91 0.9 859 187 2.36 0.8 -0.55* -0.58RURAL 6938 994 2.61 0.9 6312 854 2.67 0.9 626 140 2.19 0.8 -0.48* -0.54

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS 114 THOUSANDS

395
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Table 8-5

College-Going Plans by Grade in School

(Key: 1 = No, 2 = Not Sure, 3 = Yes)

Did You Expect to
Go to College When
You Were in the:

Dropouts

Sophomores Who Sophomores Who Minus Effect

Stayed in School Dropped Out Stayers Size

MEAN S.D. MEAN S.D.

Sixth Grade 2.18 .8 1.85 .8 -.33* -.42

Seventh Grade 2.24 .8 1.85 .8 -.39* -.49

Eighth Grade 2.34 .8 1.88 .9 -.45* -.56

Ninth Grade 2.42 .8 1.92 .8 -.50* -.62

*Significant difference

306
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Table 8-6

Behaviors and Attitudes of Closest Friend

Closest Friend is Sophomores Who Sophomores Who Dropouts
a Sophomore Who: Stayed in School Dropped Out Minus

(% Responding "True) (% Responding "True") Stayers

Gets Good Grades 83.3 73.4 -9.9*

Is Interested in 69.4 51.0 -18.4
School

Attends Classes 93.1 82.0 -11.2*
Regularly

Plans to Go to 67.3 43.7 -23.6*
College

Is Popular 88.1 80.9 -7.1*

*Significant difference



-286-

Table 8-7 presents the percentages of school stayers and dropouts
who responded "true" to the question about whether they were satisfied
with the way their education was going. Table 8-8 asks about whether
they are interested in school. Table 8-9 asks about whether they like
to work hard in school. As expected, sophomores who stayed in school were
more satisfied, interested, and reported working harder than the dropouts.

It is interesting to note that among the school stayers that Whites
tend to be more satisfied with the way their education is going than
are Blacks. Similar positive results are found for students in the
academic curriculum, while the general curriculum students are the least
satisfied.

Subpopulations that differed according to their reported level of
interest in school are:

o Females--more interested than males

o Blacksmore interested than Whites

o Academic curriculum individuals--more interested in school than
are either general or vocational students.

Similarly, females, Blacks and academic students are all more likely to
report that they like to work harder in school than other comparable
subpopulations.

When school stayers and dropouts were contrasted on the percentage
of various types of courses they considered useful for their future plans,
the only practically significant (differences differences greater than
five percentage points) were in the areas of mathematics, English or
literature. That is, a proportionately greater number of school stayers
thought these more academically oriented courses were useful. Contrasts
between the two groups on more applied course work, e.g., trade or
industry courses, business or sales, etc., showed no practical difference
between school stayers and dropouts.

Table 8-10 presents comparisons between school stayers and dropouts
with respect to the amount of homework done. Not surprisingly, the effect
size in favor of the school stayers is approximately one-half of a
otandard deviation. This effect size is relatively constant across all
subpopulations.

Tables 8-11 and 8-12 deal with absenteeism and tardiness, respective-
ly. ochool stayers exhibit much less absenteeism (effect size = 1.00)
and also less tardiness. These effect sizes are relatively consistent
across almost all subpopulations. The following summary table (Table
8-13) compares school stayers and dropouts with respect to other poten-
tially more serious school disciplinary problems. The above large
differences suggest that much of the dropout problem may not be due to
the inability to perform satisfactorily academically as it is a behavioral
motivational problem. This interpretation is consistent with ne finding
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Table 8-7

I AM SATISFIED W/TH THE WAY MY EDUCATION /S GOING
(PERCENT TRUE)

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980

SAMP
N

ALL SOPHOMORES

NTO
N PERCENT

SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

UNTIL SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP WTD
N N PERCENT

SOPHOMORES
WHO DROPPED OUT

BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP WTO
N N PERCENT

DROPOUTS
MINUS
STAYERS

TOTAL 23828 3135 65.6 21680 2673 69.2 2148 462 45.3 -23.9*

SEX:
MALE 11608 1555 65.2 10530 1315 68.6 1078 240 46.7 -21.8*FEMALE 12220 1580 66.1 11150 1358 69.7 1070 222 43.7 -26.1*

SES:
LOW 5726 736 61.6 4829 557 65.9 897 179 48.2 -17.7*MIDDLE 11364 1534 66.2 10499 1339 69.5 865 195 43.7 -25.8*HIGH 5989 769 69.3 5761 711 71.6 228 58 41.2 -30.4*

RACE:
WHITE 17263 2436 67.2 15956 2112 70.6 1307 324 45.1 -25.5*BLACK 3014 383 58.3 2675 315 61.6 339 68 43.0 -18.6*ASIAN-AMERICAN 314 33 67.4 298 31 70.4 16 2 27.4 -43.0*AMERICAN INDIAN 235 30 60.7 186 23 68.2 49 8 38.7 -29.5*MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1759 131 62.8 1508 100 67.3 251 31 48.5 -18.9*PUERTO RICAN 306 33 56.7 242 23 59.9 64 10 49.5 -10.4OTHER HISPANIC 868 80 61.9 758 63 64.9 110 17 50.5 -14.4

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 20848 2846 65.1 18784 2404 68.7 2064 442 45.4 -23.2*PRIVATE 703 89 66.0 676 77 70.1 27 13 41.2 -28.9*CATHOLIC 2277 199 73.6 2220 192 74.9 57 8 41.5 -33.3*

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5243 697 67.5 4882 620 69.8 361 77 49.4 -20.4*NORTH CENTRAL 6833 887 67.1 6332 780 70.6 501 107 41.3 -29.3*SOUTH 7502 1028 63.3 6630 843 67.0 872 186 46.3 -20.7*NEST 4250 522 65.2 3836 430 69.7 414 92 44.2 -25.5*

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 10482 1411 61.2 9315 1158 65.4 1167 253 42.4 -23.0*ACADEMIC 8335 1030 72.9 8062 968 74.3 273 61 50.4 -23.9*VOCATIONAL 4568 637 64.3 3941 505 68.7 627 132 47.6 -21.0*

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4948 619 61.3 4349 496 67.1 599 123 38.1 -28.9*SUBURBAN 11817 1505 66.6 10927 1311 69.4 890 194 48.1 -21.3*RURAL 7063 1011 66.8 6404 866 70.0 659 145 47.6 -22.5*

NOTE: WEIGHTED N /8 IN THOUSANDS 309



Tab le 8-b

I AM INTERESTED IN SCHOOL
(PERCENT TRUE(

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980

SAW
N

ALL SOPHOMORES

NTD
N PERCENT

SOPHOMORES
NNO STAYED IN SCHOOL

UNTIL SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP NTD
N N PERCENT

SOPHOMORES
WHO DROPPED OUT

BEFORE SEN/OR FOLLOWUP

SAMP WTD
N N PERCENT

DROPOUTS
MINUS

STAYERS

TOTAL 23632 3104 76.1 21506 2650 78.9 2126 454 59.5 -19.5*

SEX:

MALE 11499 1539 72.5 10425 1301 75.4 1074 238 57.1 -18.3*FEMALE 12133 1566 79.6 11081 1349 82.4 1052 217 62.1 -20.3*

SEW
LON 5666 727 72.2 4780 551 75.7 886 176 61.4 -14.3*MIDDLE 11283 1521 75.4 10424 1329 77.9 859 192 58.2 -19.7*HIGH 5948 763 82.0 5723 706 83.7 225 57 61.3 -22.4*

RACE:
WHITE 17138 2414 74.4 15849 2097 77.4 1289 318 5.,.3 -23.1*BLACK 2979 378 84.7 2643 311 86.9 336 67 74.3 -12.5*
AS/AN-AMER/CAN 312 33 86.2 296 31 87.8 16 2 64.5 -23.3
AMERICAN INDIAN 232 30 68.2 182 22 72.5 50 8 56.3 -16.2
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1736 129 79.0 1488 98 83.5 248 31 64.7 -18.8*PUERTO RICAN 306 33 82.3 241 23 83.6 65 10 79.3 -4.3OTHER HISPANIC 861 79 77.2 751 63 77.8 110 17 75.0 -2.8

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 20668 2819 75.9 18626 2384 78.7 2042 435 60.2 -18.5*PRIVATE 700 87 76.0 673 76 80.6 27 12 46.6 -34.0*
CATHOLIC 2264 198 79.1 2207 191 80.7 57 8 38.8 -41.9*

GEOGRAPHIC REG/ON:
NORTHEAST 5208 691 72.8 4850 615 74.9 358 76 56.6 -18.3*NORTH CENTRAL 6779 879 74.6 6284 774 78.0 495 105 49.0 -29.0*
SOUTH 7429 1018 78.1 6564 834 81.0 865 184 64.6 -16.4*WEST 4216 516 79.0 3808 427 82.3 408 89 63.7 -18.6*

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 10387 1396 70.5 9239 1148 73.6 1148 248 56.0 -17.6*ACADEHIC 8289 1024 86.5 8017 963 87.3 272 61 73.6 -13.8*VOCATIONAL 4520 629 72.3 3896 499 75.6 624 130 59.8 -15.8*

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4905 612 77.8 4311 491 82.0 594 121 60.6 -21.4*SUBURBAN 11724 1492 76.6 10849 1301 79.0 875 191 60.6 -18.4*RURAL 7003 1000 74.2 6346 858 77.1 657 143 57.0 -20.0*

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANDS



Table 8-9

I LIKE TO WORK HARD IN SCHOOL
(PERCENT TRUE)

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980

SAMP
N

ALL SOPHOMORES

WTD
N PERCENT

SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

UNTIL SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP WTO
N N PERCENT

SOPHOMORES
WHO DROPPED OUT

BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAW WTD
N N PERCENT

DROPOUTS
MINUS
STAYERS

TOTAL 23426 3078 53.4 21336 2631 55.7 2090 448 40.0 -15.7*
SEX:

MALE 11379 1523 46.8 10341 1292 48.9 1038 231 34.6 -14.3*FEMALE 12047 1555 59.9 10995 1338 62.2 1052 217 45.7 -16.6*
SES:

LOW 5627 722 52.3 4755 548 55.1 872 175 43.6 -11.6*MIDDLE 11215 1512 52.4 10365 1322 54.5 850 189 38.1 -16.4*HIGH 5894 756 56.7 5671 700 58.3 223 56 36.2 -22.1*
RACE:

WHITE 16982 2394 50.6 15705 2079 53.1 1277 315 34.5 -18.6*BLACK 2969 376 68.6 2639 311 70.4 330 66 60.0 -10.3*ASIAN-AMERICAN 307 32 69.0 291 30 70.3 16 2 51.1 -19.2AMERICAN INDIAN 228 30 56.0 182 22 57.3 46 7 51.8 -5.6MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1726 130 53.8 1485 99 58.1 241 31 40.2 -17.9*PUERTO RICAN 300 32 61.4 239 23 '60.4 61 9 63.8 3.4OTHER HISPANIC 847 77 54.0 740 62 56.1 107 16 45.8 -10.3
SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 20484 2794 53.4 18479 2365 55.7 2005 428 40.3 -15.4*PRIVATE 688 87 54.5 661 75 57.4 27 12 36.0 -21.5CATHOLIC 2254 197 53.8 2196 190 54.8 58 8 27.9 -26.9*

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5176 688 50.7 4820 612 52.5 356 76 36.3 -16.2*NORTH CENTRAL 6740 876 51.2 6248 770 53.2 492 105 36.5 -16.7*SOUTH 7363 1008 56.8 6518 828 59.1 845 179 46.3 -12.8*WEST 4147 507 54.2 3750 420 58.3 397 87 34.6 -23.7*

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 10297 1384 46.0 9168 1139 48.4 1129 245 35.0 -13.4*ACADEMIC 8222 1016 64.4 7959 957 65.0 263 59 55.8 -9.2*VOCATIONAL 4471 622 52.1 3852 493 54.6 619 129 42.2 -12.4*

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4860 607 58.2 4278 487 61.8 582 120 43.7 -18.1*SUBURBAN 11604 1475 52.7 10740 1288 54.7 864 187 38.3 -16.4*RURAL 6962 996 51.6 6318 855 53.7 644 141 39.0 -14.7*

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANDS
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Table 8-10

APPIIOXIMATILY NNAT IS 1111 AVERAGE AMOUNT OF TIME YOU SPIND ON HOMEWORK A WEEK!
(MOM MIRE THAN 10 NOUNS A NIKK)

ALL SOPHOMORES

ALL soptionons-1980

SOPNOMORES
NHO STAYED IN SCHOOL
UNTIL SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SOPHOMORES
WHO DROPPED OUT

BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAM
N

MID
N MEAN S.O.

SAM
N

NTS
N MEAN S.D.

SAM
N

MD
N MEAN S.D.

DROPOUTS
MINUS
STAYERS

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 24406 3199 2.61 1.3 12220 2730 2.70 1.2 2186 469 2.09 1.3 -0.61* .0.46

EDO
HALE 11912 1593 2.40 1.3 10646 1348 2.49 1.3 1104 245 1.90 1.3 -0.59* -0.46MALI 12454 1686 2.62 1.2 11372 1388 2.90 1.2 1082 224 2.30 1.2 -0.60* 0.50

ROI
LON 5045 748 2.32 1.2 4955 571 2.41 1.2 890 177 2.03 1.3 '4.38* -0.31
MINGLE 11521 1545 2.58 1.2 10666 1354 2.64 1.2 855 191 2.16 1.3 -0.48* -0.39
NSW 6075 778 3.81 1.3 5846 720 3.08 1.2 229 58 2.14 1.4 -0.95* -0.77

ONCE'
WTI 17450 2456 2.66 1.3 16170 2136 2.74 1.2 1260 320 2.10 1.3 -0.64* -0.52
BLACK 3265 412 2.46 1.3 2882 339 2.54 1.3 383 73 2.11 1.3 -0.43* -0.34
ASIAN-NNRICAN 323 34 3.27 1.3 307 32 3.30 1.5 16 I 2.64 1.0 -0.46 -0.35
ANIRICAN IHOIAN 238 31 2.16 1.3 186 23 2.36 1.3 52 8 1.56 1.3 -0.82 -0.63
MIXICAN-AMERICAN 1831 138 2.26 1.3 1572 104 2.35 1.2 259 33 1.96 1.2 -0.38* -0.30
NIRTO RICAN 324 35 2.38 1.3 256 24 2.51 1.3 66 11 2.06 1.0 -0.45 -0.35
MIR HISPANIC 885 81 2.51 1.3 776 65 2.59 1.2 109 17 tat 1.5 -0.37 -0.30

SCOWL TYPO:
MIMIC 21339 2907 2.55 1.3 19244 2459 2.63 1.2 2095 448 2.08 1.3 -0.55* -0.44
PRIVATE 718 90 3.33 1.2 683 77 3.43 1.2 27 12 2.69 1.2 -0.75 -0.61
CAINOLIC 2357 202 3.20 1.2 2293 194 3.26 1.2 64 8 1.74 1.5 -1.51* -1.26

SOMORAPNIC RISION1
NORTHEAST 5308 705 2.79 1.3 4937 625 2.69 1.3 371 79 2.03 1.4 -0.85* -0.65
MORIN CENTRAL 7132 923 2.62 1.2 6592 607 2.71 1.2 540 115 2.01 1.3 -0.69* -0.57
SOUTH 7703 1051 2.48 1.3 6837 667 2.55 1.2 866 184 2.12 1.3 -0.43* -0.35
NEST 4263 1120 2.63 1.3 3654 430 2.72 1.3 409 90 2.19 1.2 -0.53* -0.42

CURRICULUM
GENERAL 10708 1437 2.36 1.2 9537 1183 2.46 1.2 1172 255 2.02 1.2 -0.43* -0.36
ACADEMIC 8509 1047 3.15 1.2 6233 965 3.19 1.2 276 62 2.57 1.4 -0.61* -0.52
VOCATIONAL 4712 654 2.36 1.2 4061 518 2.38 1.2 651 136 2.05 1.3 -0.35* -0.28

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 5215 649 2.56 1.3 4576 51* 2.68 1.3 639 130 2.19 1.3 -0.49* -0.38=UMW 12038 1525 2.67 1.3 11145 1333 2.76 1.2 693 192 2.05 1.3 -0.71* -0.57
RURAL 7153 1024 2.54 1.3 6499 878 2.62 1.2 654 146 2.06 1.3 -0.56* -0.45

NOW MOM N IS Do mammas
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Table 8- 11

LAST FALL ABOUT NON MANY DAYS WERE YOU ABSENT FROM SCHOOL FOR ANY REASON, NOT COUNTING ILLNESS'(0=NONE) 021 OR MORE)

SAMP
N

ALL SOPHOMORES

WYD
N MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 25028 3288 1.28 .1.3

SIX:
MALE 12306 1657 1.31 1.4
FEMALE 12642 1631 1.25 1.3

SEM
LOW 6082 702 1.55 1.5
MIDDLE 11762 1580 1.23 1.3
HIGH 6142 787 1.06 1.2

RACE:
WHITE 17810 2510 1.24 1.3
BLACK 3388 43i 1.32 1.4
ASIAN-AMERICAN 328 34 0.92 1.2
AMERICAN INDIAN 255 33 1.77 1.5
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1906 144 1.60 1.5
PUERTO RICAN 333 36 1.63 1.4
OTHER HISPANIC 913 85 1.49 1.4

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 21945 2994 1.32 1.4
PRIVATE 718 92 1.17 1.3
CATHOLIC 2365 202 0.78 1.0

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5407 719 1.30 1.4
NORTH CENTRAL 7263 939 1.21 1.3
SOUTH 7959 1093 1.23 1.3
WEST 4399 537 1.49 1.5

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 11018 1483 1.41 1.4
ACADEMIC 8553 1051 0.95 1.1
VOCATIONAL 051 00 1.45 1.4

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 5378 671 1.45 1.5
SUBURBAN 12302 1565 1.23 1.3
RURAL 7348 1052 1.24 1.3

mon mom u Is im =mum

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980

SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL
M4TIL SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAM
N

HID
N MEAN

22670 2786 1.09

11161 1307 1.12
11509 1399 1.06

5120 591 1.26
10648 1378 1.07
5902 727 0.96

16430 2171 1.07
2974 350 1.10
311 32 0.85
199 24 1.50

1626 109 1.31
262 25 1.41
794 67 1.27

0680 2514 1.12
689 78 0.92

2301 194 0.75

5013 635 1.12
6698 821 1.03
7014 891 1.04
045 440 1.26

9764 1011 1.19
8270 989 0.89
4226 539 1.21

4688 531 1.16
11345 1358 1.06
6637 897 1.09

.113

SOPHOMORES
WHO DROPPED OUT

BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

S.D.
SAMP
H

STD
N MEAN S.D.

DROPOUTS
MINUS

STAYERS

1.2 2350 501 2.33 1.7 1.24*

1.2 1225 269 2.30 1.7 1.19*
1.1 1133 232 2.35 1.7 1.29*

1.3 962 190 2.43 1.7 1.16*1.2 914 202 2.30 1.7 1.23*
1.1 240 60 2.28 1.7 1.32*

1.2 1380 340 2.33 1.7 1.26*1.2 414 81 2.27 1.6 1.18*
1.1 17 2 1.95 1.5 1.101.3 56 9 2.47 1.8 0.971.3 280 36 2.48 1.7 1.17*1.3 71 11 2.14 1.6 0.731.2 119 18 2.27 1.6 1.00*

1.2 2265 480 2.33 1.7 1.21*1.0 29 13 2.60 1.8 1.67*0.9 64 8 1.52 1.3 0.77*

1.2 394 84 2.61 1.8 1.48*1.2 565 119 2.42 1.7 1.39*
1.1 945 202 2.06 1.6 1.02*1.3 454 97 2.53 1.8 1.26*

1.2 1254 271 2.40 1.7 1.22*1.0 283 62 1.88 1.6 0.99*1.2 725 150 2.30 1.7 1.09*

1.3 690 140 2.52 1.8 1.36*
1.2 957 206 2.33 1.7 1.27*1.1 711 155 2.14 1.6 1.05*

EFFEC
SI21

1.00

0.94
1.06

0.86
1.02
1.17

1.04
0.92
0.97
0.68
0.84
0.54
0.78

0.96
1.59
0.88

1.20
1.16
0.85
0.94

0.94
0.63
0.83

1.02
1.044
0.89



Tab le 8- 12

LAST FALL ABOUT HOW MANY DAYS WERE YOU LATE TO SCHOOL?
(0=NONE) 6=21 OR MORE)

ALL SOPHOMORES

ALL SOPHOMMES-1980

SOPHOMORES
1140 STAYED IN SCHOOL

UNTIL SENIOR FOLLONUP

SAMP NTD SAMP MTVN N MEAN S.D. N N MEAN

50PHOPIORES
WHO DROPPED OUT

BEFORE SENIOR FOLLONUP

ir DROPOUTS
SAMP WTD MINUS EFFECS.O. N N MEAN S.D. STAYERS SIZETOTAL 25106 3299 1.06 1.3 22732 2793 0.95 1.2 2374 506 1.65 1.6 0.70* 0.57SEX:

MALE 12428 1662 1.13 1.3 11197 1392 0.99 1.2 1231 271 1.82 1.6 0.82* 0.64
FEMALE 12678 1637 0.99 1.2 11535 1401 0.91 1.1 1143 235 1.47 1.5 0.56* 0.48SES:
LOW 6103 785 1.06 1.3 5133 592 0.94 1.2 970 193 1.46 1.4 0.52* 0.43
MIDDLE 11798 1586 1.02 1.3 um 1382 0.91 1.2 923 204 1.75 1.7 0.83* 0.68
HIGH 6154 789 1.07 1.3 5914 729 1.01 1.2 240 60 1.83 1.6 0.82* 0.67RACE:
WHITE 17867 2520 0.99 1.2 16474 2176 0.69 1.2 1393 343 1.65 1.6 0.76* 0.64
BLACK 3398 433 1.28 1.3 2981 351 1.21 1.3 417 81 1.60 1.5 0.39* 0.30
ASIAN-AMERICAN 329 35 1.04 1.3 311 32 1.01 1.3 18 2 1.34 1.4 0.34 0.27
AMERICAN INDIAN 256 33 1.48 1.4 201 24 1.28 1.3 55 9 2.02 1.5 0.74 0.55
NEXICAN-AMERICAN 1911 145 1.27 1.3 1631 109 1.14 1.3 280 36 1.68 1.4 0.54* 0.41
PUERTO RICAN 333 34 1.25 1.3 262 25 1.05 1.3 71 11 1.69 1.4 0.64 0.49
OTHER HISPANIC 919 86 1.32 1.4 799 67 1.22 1.3 120 18 1.71 1.7 0.49 0.35SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 22022 3005 1.07 1.3 19740 2520 0.96 1.2 2282 485 1.64 1.6 0.69* 0.55
PRIVATE 720 92 1.33 1.5 691 79 1.19 1.3 29 13 2.14 1.9 0.95 0.70
CATHOLIC 2344 202 0.84 1.1 2301 194 0.81 1.1 63 8 1.65 1.5 0.64* 0.77GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5419 720 1.09 1.3 5023 636 0.97 1.2 396 84 1.98 1.7 1.01* 0.80
NORTH CENTRAL 7288 943 0.94 1.2 6717 823 0.83 1.1 571 121 1.67 1.6 0.84* 0.71
SOUTH 7993 1099 0.95 1.1 7038 894 0.86 1.1 955 205 1.30 1.3 0.44* 0.39
WEST 4406 537 1.46 1.5 3954 441 1.32 1.4 452 96 2.10 1.7 0.78* 0.54CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 11053 1487 1.12 1.3 9789 1214 0.99 1.2 1264 273 1.67 1.6 0.68* 0.54
ACADEMIC 8572 1054 0.90 1.2 8286 991 0.86 1.1 286 63 1.43 1.5 0.56* 0.49
VOCATIONAL 4964 690 1.15 1.3 4240 540 0.99 1.2 724 150 1.71 1.6 0.73* 0.57COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 5397 673 1.30 1.4 4702 533 1.15 1.3 695 141 1.84 1.6 0.69* 0.51
SUBURBAN 12335 1569 1.10 1.3 11371 1361 1.00 1.2 964 209 1.73 1.6 0.72* 0.58
RURAL 7374 1056 0.85 1.2 6659 900 0.75 1.10: 715 157 1.39 1.5 0.63* 0.57

NOTE: WEIGHTED N /S IN THOUSANDS

3 1 .1
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Table 8-13

Contrasts between School Stayers and Dropouts with Respect to
Disciplinary Problems

Sophomore Who
Stayed in School

(Percent Yes)

Sophomores Who
Dropped Out

(Percent Yes)

Dropouts Minus
School Stayers

Had Disciplinary
Problems Last Year 15.8 40.7 24.9*

Had Been Suspended

or Put on Probation 9.6 30.6 21.0*

Cut Classes 24.9 53.5 28.6*

Serious Trouble
with Law 4.1 13.1 8.9*

*Significant difference

315
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that the average dropout reported receiving mostly C's as grades. It is

also consistent with the earlier discussion of the self-perceptions of
the typical school dropout as not being as popular, socially active or
athletic as school stayers. The dropouts appear to be at least as
socially distant from their peers who remain in school as they are
academically distant

Table 8-14 below summarizes the results of contrasts between school
stayers and dropouts with respect to participation in a number of extra-
curricular and community activities in and out of school.

Of all these activity comparisons three of the four significant
differences in participation are in favor of the school stayers. Two
contrasts stand out; these are the dropouts' lesser participation in
athletics and in church activities. This finding is, of course, consistent
with the earlier results that the dropouts are less likely to perceive
themselves as athletes or as part of the community.

E. BEHAVIORS OUTSIDE OF SCHOOL

The summary table below (Table 8-15) presents contrasts between
school stayers and dropouts with respect to the relative amount of time
spent on or frequency with which they engaged in various non-school
activities. Inspection of Table 8-15 suggests that the biggest difference
between school stayers and dropouts is that dropouts report a greater
frequency of dating and driving or riding around in cars. Dropouts are
also less likely to spend more time reading a newspaper or a book for
pleasure and also report talking less frequently to their parents
about their personal experiences.

Table 8-16 presents the percent of school stayers and dropouts
who worked for pay last week. While dropouts overall were more likely to
be working than school stayers, the majority of the working dropouts were
males.

Tables 8-17 to 8-20 present additional comparisons between school
stayers and dropouts with respect to their employment. Inspection of
Tables 8-17 and 8-18 indicates that the dropouts who worked were employed
more hours at higher pay than the school stayers. It is also interesting
to note high SES individuals earned more than low or middle SES regardless
of whether they were school stayers or dropouts. Similarly, Blacks
reported earning more than Whites regardless of dropout group membership.

Tables 8-19 and 8-20 present data on whether the respondents consider
their present or more recent job (1) more enjoyable than school, and (2)
more important than school. The dropouts are more likely to respond that
their job is both more enjoyable and more important than school than are
the stayers. Males, whether school stayers or dropouts, are much more
likely than females to report their job is more important to them than
school. Similarly, sophomores in the general or vocational curriculum
are much more likely to report that their job is more important than
school than are sophomores in the academic curriculum.
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Table 8-14

Participation in Selected Activities by School Stayers and Dropouts

Sophomore School
Stayers (Percent
Participating
Actively)

Sophomores Who
Dropped Out

(Percent
Participating
Actively)

Dropouts
Minus

Stayers

Athletics 57.1 42.1 -14.9*

Cheerleaders, Pep 14.9 12.8 -2.2
Club, Majorettes

Debating.or Drama 10.7 8.7 -2.1

Band or Orchestra 17.1 12.2 -4.9

Chorus or Dance 22.7 20.8 -1.9

Hobby Clubs 20.8 23.9 3.1*

Subject Matter Clubs 26.8 24.7 -2.1

Vocational Education 14.2 16.4 2.2

Clubs

Community Youth 24.5 19.2

Organizations/J.A.

Church Activities 40.6 28.6 -12.0*

*Significant difference



Table 8-15

Relatave Amount of Time Spent on Non-School Activities by School Stayers and Dropouts

ivities8

ting/Talking with Friends

ling for Pleasure

lg on Dates

sing Around

iking/Daydreaming Alone

cing with Mother/Father

ling Newspaper

7s Watching TV
b

mificant difference

Sophomores Who

Stayed in School

Sophomores Who

Dropped Out

Dropouts Minus

School Stayers Effect Size

MEAN S.D. MEAN S.D.

2.45 0.8 2.50 .9 .04 .05

1.21 1.1 1.01 1.1 -.20* -.17

1.01 0.9 1.45 1.0 44* .46

1.25 1.1 1.67 1.1 43* .39
1

1.4

1.91 J.2 1.76 1.2 -.15* .12 0°,

1

1.26 1.2 1.03 1.1 -.23* -.21

1.72 1.2 1.42 1.2 -.31* -.25

3.93 1.7 3.89 1.8 -.04 -.02

3odes Were "0" = Rarely; "3" = Everyday or Almost Everyday

:odes Were "0" = Don't Watch TV; "6" = 5 Hours or More
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Tab le 8- 16

DID YOU DO ANY MORK FOR PAY LAST WEEK, NOT COUNTING WORK AROUND THE HOUSE?
(PERCENT YES)

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980

SAMP
N

ALL SOPHOMORES

WITO

N PERCENT

SOPHOHORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

UNTIL SENIOR FOLLOM1P

SAMP MTV
N N PERCENT

SOPHOMORES
WHO DROPPED OUT

BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP WTD
N N PERCENT

DROPOUTS
MINUS

STAYERS

TOTAL 25031 3292 42.5 22652 2784 41.7 2379 508 46.6 4.9*

SEX:
MALE 12378 1657 44.9 11143 1385 43.0 1235 272 54.4 11.4*FEMALE 12653 1634 40.0 11509 1398 40.4 1144 236 37.7 -2.7

SES:
LOW 6073 781 37.6 5113 590 35.3 960 191 44.9 9.6*
MIDDLE 11764 1583 44.1 10838 1378 43.3 926 205 49.2 5.9*HIGH 6143 788 44.4 5899 726 44.3 244 61 46.2 2.0

RACE:
WHITE 17836 2518 45.2 16431 2171 44.7 1405 347 48.2 3.5BLACK 3373 429 30.2 2958 348 27.7 415 81 40.9 13.2*ASIAN-AMERICAN 329 35 27.5 311 32 27.4 18 2 29.6 2.3AMERICAN INDIAN 254 33 47.5 200 24 44.7 54 9 55.4 10.7MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1904 144 37.4 1625 109 36.1 279 35 41.4 5.3PUERTO R/CAN 331 36 27.3 261 25 20.7 70 11 42.2 21.5*
OTHER HISPANIC 912 85 42.3 795 67 39.8 117 18 51.8 12.0

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 21952 2998 42.4 19667 2511 41.5 2285 487 46.6 5.1*PRIVATE 720 92 39.9 690 78 39.0 30 14 44.9 5.9
CATHOLIC 2359 202 45.1 2295 194 45.e 64 8 47.7 2.7

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5400 718 43.5 5005 634 43.1 395 84 46.2 3.1
NORTH CENTRAL 7282 942 45.6 6703 821 45.2 579 122 48.2 3.0
SOUTH 7960 1095 38.2 7006 890 36.6 954 205 45.4 8.8*
REST 4389 537 44.3 3938 439 43.6 451 98 47.5 4.0

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 11024 1486 42.6 9760 1211 41.9 1264 275 45.8 3.8
ACADEMIC 8552 1052 40.8 8264 988 40.4 288 64 47.3 6.8
VOCATIONAL 4934 686 44.7 4213 537 43.5 721 149 49.1 5.6

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 5368 670 37.8 4675 530 36.2 693 140 43.9 7.7*
SUBURBAN 12303 1567 44.2 11331 1356 43.4 972 211 48.8 5.4*
RURAL 7360 1055 42.8 6646 898 42.3 714 157 46.0 3.7

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANDS 320



Tab le 8- 17

HOW MANY HOURS DOIDID YOU WORK A WEEK ON YOUR CURRENT OR MOST RECENT JOB?
(1=1-4 HOURS PER WEEK( 6=35 HOURS OR MORE PER WEEK)

ALL SOPHOMORES

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980

SOPHOMORES SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL WHO DROPPED OUT
UNTIL SENIOR FOLLOWUP BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP
N

WTO
N MEAN S.D.

SAMP
N

WO
N MEAN S.D.

SAMP
N

WTD
N MEAN S.D.

DROPOUTS
MINUS

STAYERS
EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 21116 2837 2.53 1.6 19049 2383 2.43 1.6 2067 454 3.03 1.7 0.65* 0.42

SEX:
MALE 11003 1492 2.81 1.7 9865 1238 2.71 1.6 1138 254 3.33 1.8 0.62* r.37
FEMALE 10113 1345 2.22 1.4 9184 1145 2.13 1.4 929 200 2.77 1.6 0.64* 0.46

SES:
LOW 4941 657 2.66 1.7 4108 487 2.58 1.6 833 170 2.92 1.7 0.343 0.21
MIDDLE 10075 1379 2.54 1.6 9246 1193 2.44 1.5 829 186 3.13 1.7 0.69* 0.44
HIGH 5306 690 2.39 1.5 5090 633 2.29 1.5 216 56 3.52 1.7 1.23* 0.83

RACE:
WHITE 15683 2232 2.49 1.6 14416 1914 2.39 1.5 1267 318 3.09 1.7 0.70* 0.45
BLACK 2530 328 2.59 1 7 2189 262 2.52 1.7 341 67 2.91 1.8 0.39 0.23
ASIAN-AMERICAN 213 23 2.18 1.4 201 22 2.09 1.4 12 2 3.22 1.5 1.12 0.81
AMERICAN INDIAN 223 30 2.81 1.6 174 22 2.71 1.7 49 8 3.07 1.5 0.36 0.22
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1464 116 2.93 1.7 1239 ea 2.82 1.7 225 31 3.24 1.7 0.42 0.24
PUERTO RICAN 232 26 2.95 1.7 174 17 2.72 1.6 58 9 3.37 1.8 0.65 0.40
OTHER HISPANIC 695 70 2.70 1.6 599 56 2.56 1.5 96 15 3.21 1.6 0.65 0.42

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 18651 2585 2.56 1.6 16666 2152 2.45 1.6 1985 437 3.09 1.7 0.64* 0.40
PRIVATE 614 82 2.53 1.7 585 68 2.40 1.6 29 13 3.15 1.7 0.75 0.45
CATHOLIC 1851 170 2.18 1.4 1798 162 2.16 1.4 53 8 2.56 1.7 0.40 0.29

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4522 619 2.39 1.5 4178 544 2.30 1.5 344 75 3.06 1.7 0.76* 0.50
NORTH CENTRAL 6443 843 2.53 1.5 5927 732 2.46 1.5 516 111 3.04 1.7 0.58* 0.38
SOUTH 6414 903 2.62 1.7 5612 726 2.50 1.6 802 176 3.12 1.7 0.62* 0.38
NEST 3737 473 2.56 1.6 3332 381 2.43 1.5 405 92 3.08 1.7 0.65* 0.41

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 9420 1298 2.60 1.6 8306 1048 2.48 1.6 1114 251 3.11 1.7 0.63* 0.40
ACADEMIC 7115 893 2.33 1.5 6874 838 2.29 1.5 241 55 3.00 1.6 0.72* 0.48
VOCATIONAL 4173 590 2.67 1.6 3548 459 2.56 1.6 625 131 3.06 1.7 0.50* 0.31

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4180 543 2.55 1.6 3602 422 2.43 1.5 578 121 2.98 1.7 0.55* 0.36
SUBURBAN 10447 1359 2.47 1.5 9592 1169 2.35 1.5 855 190 3.16 1.7 0.80* 0.53
RURAL 6489 935 2.62 1.7 sass 792 2.54 1.6 634 142 3.07 1.7 0.53* 0.32

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSAMS

3:21



Table 8-18

HOW MUCH 00/DID NOU EARN PER HOUR ON YOUR CURRENT OR MOST RECENT JOB?
(1=LESS THAN $1.50 PER HOUR) 8=$4.00 PER HOUR OR MORE)

ALL SOPHOMORES

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980

SOPHOMORES SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL WHO DROPPED OUT
UNTIL SENIOR FOLLOWUP BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP
N

WTO
N MEAN S.D.

SAHP
N

WTO
N MEAN S.D.

SAHP
N

WID
N MEAN S.D.

DROPOUTS
MINUS

STAYERS
EFFECT
S/ZE

TOTAL 21107 2837 3.97 2.3 19056 2388 3.85 2.3 2051 449 4.63 2.1 0.78* 0.35

SEX:
MALE 10931 1484 4.80 2.1 9804 1232 4.72 2.1 1127 252 5.19 1.9 0.47* 0.23FEMALE 10176 1353 3.06 2.1 9252 1156 2.92 2.1 924 197 3.90 2.1 0.98* 0.47

SES:
LOW 4932 655 3.85 2.1 4106 487 3.70 2.1 826 168 4.28 2.1 0.58* 0.27MIDDLE 10055 1377 3.91 2.3 9235 1193 3.78 2.3 820 184 4.73 2.1 0.95* 0.42HIGH 5343 695 4.17 2.4 5127 639 4.05 2.3 216 56 5.48 1.9 1.43* 0.61

PACE:
WHITE 15682 2230 3.89 2.3 14434 1918 3.78 2.3 1248 311 4.58 2.1 0.79* 0.35BLACK 2522 330 4.19 2.1 2178 262 4.05 2.1 344 68 4.75 2.0 0.70* 0.34ASIAN-AMERICAN 210 23 4.14 2.3 199 22 3.99 2.3 11 2 6.12 1.0 2.13* 0.95AMERICAN INDIAN 224 30 4.41 2.1 173 21 4.35 2.1 51 8 4.54 2.2 0.19 0.09MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1473 118 4.45 2.1 1246 87 4.35 2.1 227 31 4.75 1.9 0.40 0.19PUERTO R/CAN 233 27 4.14 1.9 174 17 3.90 2.0 59 10 4.57 1.7 0.67 0.35OTHER H/SPANIC 687 70 4.30 2.2 596 55 4.08 2.2 91 15 5.11 2.0 1.03* 0.48

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 141640 2583 3.97 2.3 16668 2155 3.85 2.3 1972 428 4.61 2.1 0.77* 0.34PRIVATE 617 83 4.18 2.3 589 69 4.02 2.4 28 13 5.05 2.1 1.03 0.44CATHOLIC 1850 172 3.82 2.3 1799 164 3.78 2.3 51 7 4.59 1.7 0.81 0.35

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4505 616 3.71 2.2 4165 543 3.62 2.2 340 72 4.40 2.1 0.78* 0.35NORTH CENTRAL 6456 846 3.77 2.2 5943 735 3.68 2.2 513 111 4.38 2.1 0.70* 0.31SOUTH 6395 901 4.14 2.2 5603 728 3.99 2.2 792 173 4.78 2.1 0.80* 0.36NEST 3751 474 4.34 2.3 3345 383 4.23 2.3 406 92 4.81 2.1 0.58* 0.25

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 9414 1296 4.01 2.2 8318 1050 3.89 2.3 1096 246 4.51 2.1 0.61* 0.27ACADEMIC 7136 898 3.80 2.3 6897 843 3.73 2.3 239 55 4.86 2.1 1.13* 0.49VOCATIONAL 4153 588 4.11 2.2 3527 458 3.93 2.2 626 130 4.77 2.1 0.81* 0.38

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4161 541 4.05 2.2 3592 422 3.92 2.2 569 119 4.51 2.0 0.59* 0.27SUBURBAN 10448 1361 4.02 2.3 9596 1172 3.e8 2.3 852 189 4.84 2.1 0.96* 0.42RURAL 6498 935 3.86 2.2 5868 795 3.76 2.2 630 141 4.44 2.1 0.68* 0.31

NOTE: WEIGHTED N /S IN THOUSANDS
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Tab le 8- 19

WOULD YOU SAY YOUR PRESENT OR MOST RECENT JOB IS MORE ENJOYABLE THAN SCHOOL?
(PERCENT YES)

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980

SAMP

ALL SOPHOMORES

WTO
PERCENT

SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED /N SCHOOL

UNTIL SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP WTD
N N PERCENT

SOPHOMORES
WHO DROPPED OUT

BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP .WTO
N N PERCENT

DROPOUTS
MINUS

STAYERS

TOTAL 19473 2616 56.0 17647 2215 54.3 1826 402 65.5 11.2*

SEX:
MALE 9993 1351 57.5 9026 1135 55.5 967 216 67.8 12.3*
FEMALE 9480 1265 54.5 8621 1080 53.0 859 186 62.9 9.9*

SES:
LON 4485 597 55.6 3751 448 53.1 734 150 63.4 10.3*
MIDDLE 9380 1283 57.3 8629 1114 55.9 751 169 66.7 10.8*
HIGH 4935 642 53.4 4747 593 51.9 188 49 71.2 19.2*

RACE:
WHITE 14627 2086 58.3 13549 1801 56.5 1138 285 70.1 13.6*
BLACK 2169 283 44.9 1884 226 43.4 285 57 50.8 7.4
ASIAN-AMER/CAN 206 22 43.0 196 21 40.6 10 1 79.3 58.7
AMERICAN INDIAN 192 26 57.9 145 18 .9 47 8 74.2 23.3
MEXICAN-AMER/CAN 1336 105 45.2 1132 78 43.9 204 28 48.6 4.6
PUERTO RICAN 212 24 59.1 161 16 55.4 51 a 66.0 10.7
OTHER HISPANIC 608 61 49.4 532 50 46.9 76 12 60.2 13.3

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 17167 2381 55.9 15413 1997 53.8 1754 384 66.4 12.5*
PR/VATE 571 74 54.7 546 63 55.8 25 11 48.6 -7.2
CATHOLIC 1735 162 58.9 1688 155 59.5 47 6 43.8 -15.7

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4128 566 59.5 3825 500 58.5 303 66 67.5 9.0*
NORTH CENTRAL 6025 788 58.3 5583 692 56.5 442 96 71.6 15.2*
SOUTH 5859 825 52.4 5148 668 50.8 711 157 59.0 8.2*
NEST 3461 437 54.2 3091 355 50.7 370 82 69.2 18.5*

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 8682 1196 59.4 7686 973 57.4 996 223 68.1 10.7*
ACADEMIC 6676 838 49.2 6467 790 48.5 209 48 60.9 12.4*
VOCATIONAL 3769 536 59.5 3217 419 58.3 552 116 64.1 5.8

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3706 483 52.6 3224 381 51.5 482 102 56.8 5.3
SUBURBAN 9688 1259 56.2 8925 1089 54.4 763 169 67.8 13.4*
RURAL 6079 874 57,7 5498 745 55.6 581 130 69.5 13.9*

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANDS



Table 8-20

WOULD YOU SAY YOUR PRESENT OR MOST RECENT JOB IS MORE IMPORTANT FOR YOU THAN SCHOOL?
(PERCENT YES)

ALL SOPHOMORES

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980

SOPHOMORES SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL NHO DROPPED OUT

UNTIL SENIOR FOLLONUP BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP
N

WYD
N PERCENT

SAMP
N

WYD
N PERCENT

SAMP
N

WTO
N PERCENT

DROPOUTS 1

MINUS
STAYERS

TOTAL 19193 2575 11.7 17404 2182 9.7 1789 392 22.8 13.2*

SEX:
MALE 9844 1330 15.6 8899 1118 13.4 945 211 27.1 13.8*FEMALE 9349 1245 7.5 8505 1064 5.7 844 181 17.7 12.0*

SES:
LOW 4421 588 14.0 3691 439 11.0 730 149 23.1 12.1*MIDDLE 9215 1260 12.0 8486 1096 10.5 729 165 21.7 11.2*HIGH 4914 637 8.1 4730 590 6.7 184 47 25.4 18.7*

RACE:
WHITE 14497 2055 12.2 13382 1776 10.1 1115 279 25.3 15.2*BLACK 2127 277 7.1 1849 222 5.9 278 55 12.3 6.4*AS/AN-AMERICAN 207 22 6.2 196 21 4.5 11 2 28.8 24.3*AMERICAN /NDIAN 191 26 23.5 144 18 18.0 47 8 36.5 18.5MEXICAN-AHERICAN 1316 104 11.1 1119 77 8.7 197 26 18.3 9.7*PUERTO RICAN 204 23 11.0 153 15 9.4 51 8 11 4.3OTHER HISPANIC 592 59 12.0 515 48 9.8 77 12 2C 11.1

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 16905 2340 12.0 15189 1966 9.9 1716 374 22.6 12.7*PRIVATE 567 73 11.0 542 62 8.5 25 11 24.8 16.3CATHOLIC 1721 162 7.7 1673 155 6.7 48 7 30.2 23.5*

GEOGRApHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4060 555 12.9 3759 491 10.7 301 64 29.9 19.2*NORTH CENTRAL 5935 776 11.8 5502 681 9.7 433 94 27.1 17.4*SOUTH 5772 813 10.9 5073 657 9.2 699 155 17.8 8.5*NEST 3426 431 11.3 3070 352 8.9 356 79 21.9 12.9*

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 8551 1177 14.4 7575 959 11.9 976 218 25.7 13.8*ACADEMIC 6615 831 4.8 6407 782 4.4 208 49 12.0 7.6*VOCATIONAL 3691 522 15.7 3152 409 14.3 539 113 21.0 6.7*

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3651 474 9.3 3180 375 7.5 471 99 16.3 8.9*SUBURBAN 9542 1238 11.1 8801 1073 8.9 741 165 25.3 16.4*RURAL 6000 862 13.7 5423 734 11.9 577 128 24.5 12.7*

IDTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANDS 324
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F. ATTITUDES TOWARD SELF AND SOCIETY

Self-esteem items that focused on whether they had a positive
attitude toward themselves or "equal" worth compared to others showed
no practical or significant differences between stayers and dropouts.
However, when asked about whether they were satisfied with themselves,
the school stayers tended to be significantly more satisfied with them-
selves (See Table 8-21). Similarly, Table 8-22 indicates that dropouts
are more likely than stayers to feel that they do not have much to be
proud of. It would seem that although dropouts are as likely as school
stayers to report that they are as "good" as their peers, they still are
less likely (than school stayers) to be satisfied with themselves and/or
report being proud of themselves. They seem to perceive themselves as
falling short with respect to their own internal standards. This dis-
crepancy may reflect an inability or refusal to consider their peers as
a standard to compare themselves to. This might be expected if the
potential dropouts do not feel part of the school student body.

Tables 8-23 to 8-28 show what the respondents think others feel
about them. Inspection of Tables 8-23 to 8-28 indicates that the
dropouts report that they are less likely than school stayers to be
perceived as:

o an athlete

o socially active

o an important person.

Conversely, the dropouts are more likely to respond that they are
perceived as troublemakers. Clearly, the dropouts feel they are not
part of the student body with respect to many of the typical student
activities. It would appear that they have in some ways isolated
themselves socially from the majority of the student body by their
sophomore year. As indicated in Chapter 6, they have also intellentually
separated themselves from the majority as indicated by their academic
performance (grades) and their measured cognitive achievement (test
scores).

Tables 8-29 to 8-33 present comparisons between school stayers and
dropouts with respect to their feelings &bout locus of control or how
much they can control their own destiny. With the exception of the
results in Table 8-33, all the remaining locus of control questions
suggest that dropouts, as compared to school stayers, feel that much of
their destiny is out of their hands. These results are relatively
consistent over sex and racial/ethnic groups.

Table 8-34 below provides a summary of the contrasts between school
stayers and dropouts with respect to life values. Inspection of Table
8-34 indicates that dropouts are more likely than school stayers to
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ILL 101400MORES

Table 8-21

ON THI WHOLE, I AM SATISFIID MTN MYSILP
(POISAIRIE STUMM **AMIE STRONGLY)

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980

SOPHOMORES
1180 STAYED IN SCHOOL

UNTIL UNION POLLONUP

SOPHOMORES
NNO DROPPED OUT

BEFORE SENIOR FOLLONUP

*AMP
N

NTO
N AN S.D.

SAM
N

NTS
N MEAN S.D.

SAMP
N

ITO
N MEAN 0.0.

DROPOUTS
MINUS

STAYERS
EFFIC1
SIZE

TOTAL 11196 2906 1.98 8.7 20297 1499 3.00 0.7 1899 08 1.90 0.7 -0.10* -0.18W
MALI 18741 1438 3.02 0.7 9791 1111 3.03 0.7 950 109 2.93 0.8 -0.10 -0.18FINALS 11484 1477 1.98 0.7 10808 1178 1.97 0.7 949 199 2.86 0.7 -0.11* -0.16

LON SIMI 667 2.98 0.7 4460 514 2.96 0.7 769 153 2.91 0.7 -0.06 -0.88ouvou 18597 1428 2.97 0.7 9805 1148 2.99 0.7 792 177 1.87 0.7 -0.11 -0.17lION 8716 731 3.04 8.6 8509 679 3.05 0.6 107 83 2.95 0.8 -0.10 -0.16
SACO)

un 16088 2260 1.97 0.6 14949 1976 2.99 0.6 1139 184 2.86 0.7 -0.13* -0.19SLACK 2015 354 3.07 0.0 1511 294 3.08 0.8 311 61 3.02 0.9 -0.06 -0.08ASZAWANIRICAN 190 31 2.95 0.7 275 t9 1.98 0.7 15 t 1.56 0.5 -0.42 -0.59AMOR:CAN INDIAN III 17 1.86 0.8 101 10 1.91 0.7 46 7 2.71 7.0 -0.20 -0.17IIDEICAN-AMBRICAN 1611 110 3.00 0.7 1390 92 3.00 0.7 211 18 3.00 0.8 -0.01 -0.01PUERTO RICAN 189 31 3.05 0.8 231 tt 3.01 0.7 50 9 3.14 0.9 0.14 0.18WNW NINO= 818 75 1.98 0.7 721 61 3.00 0.7 97 15 2.87 0.6 -0.13 -0.18
OCNOOL upis

PUBLIC 19376 2636 1.90 8.7 17551 1244 2.99 0.7 1814 389 2.90 0.8 -0.09* -0.13PRIVAT11 668 84 3.84 8.6 634 71 3.08 0.6 16 It 2.79 0.6 -0.29 -0.47CAINOLIC 1160 187 3.01 0.7 1111 181 3.03 0.6 49 6 2.64 0.8 -0.39 -0.60
ISOSNAMNIC VISIONS

NORTHEAST 4886 646 2.90 0.7 4565 578 1.99 0.7 321 68 2.90 0.8 -0.09 -0.14NORTN CINTRAL 6380 814 2.97 0.7 5947 752 1.98 0.7 453 92 2.89 0.7 -0.09 -0.14SOUTN 6996 955 1.99 0.7 6118 788 3.01 8.7 778 167 2.93 0.7 -0.07 -0.10NUT 3934 481 1.99 0.7 3567 401 3.03 0.7 367 81 2.02 0.7 -0.21* -0.31
CURRICULUM

8INIRAL 1638 1189 2.97 8.7 8619 1010 2.98 0.7 1011 119 2.90 0.7 -0.08 -0.12SCAM= 7981 989 3.01 0.7 7725 919 3.02 0.7 156 60 2.87 0.7 -0.13 -0.23VOCATIONAL 4190 878 1.99 8.7 3619 463 3.00 0.7 561 115 1.93 0.8 -0.07 -0.09
CIORMITT TIPP

LIMAN 4653 575 3.00 0.7 4101 465 3.03 0.7 532 110 2.89 0.8 -0.14 -0.18SUIREIDAN 18999 1392 2.98 0.7 10111 1214 1.99 0.7 778 168 2.90 0.7 -0.09 -0.14MEAL 6564 939 1.98 0.7 5975 810 2.99 0.7 509 129 2.90 0.7 -0.09 -0.16

IOW MGM is IS IN MOWN=
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ALL SOPHOMORES

Table 8-22

I FEEL I DO NOT HAVE MUCH TO BE PROUD OF
(111AGREE STRONGLY) 41:DISAGREE STRONGLY)

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980

SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL
UNTIL SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SOPHOMORES
WHO DROPPED OUT

BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP
N

STD
N MEAN S.D.

SAMP
N

WTO
N MEAN S.O.

SAMP
N

WTO
N MEAN S.D.

DROPOUTS
MINUS

STAYERS
EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 22100 2899 3.15 0.8 20194 2487 3.18 0.8 1906 412 2.97 0.8 -0.21* -0.27

SEX:
MALE 10720 1432 3.13 0.8 9763 1E18 3.16 0.8 957 214 2.95 0.9 -0.20* -0.25
FEMALE 11380 1467 3.18 0.7 10431 1269 3.20 0.7 949 199 3.00 0.8 -0.21* -0.28

SKS:
LOW 5179 664 3.01 0.8 4399 508 3.04 0.8 780 156 2.93 0.8 -0.11 -0.13
MIDDLE 10608 1426 3.16 0.8 9822 1250 3.19 0.8 786 176 2.99 0.8 -0.20* -0.26
HIGH 5674 727 3.27 0.7 5463 672 3.28 0.7 211 54 3.11 0.7 -0.17 -0.24

RACE:
WHITE 16021 2253 3.17 0.7 14877 1966 3.20 0.7 1144 287 2.99 0.8 -0.21* -0.29
BLACK 2823 356 3.14 0.9 2518 295 3.17 0.9 305 61 2.97 1.0 -0.20 -0.23
ASIAN-AMERICAN 278 30 3.18 0.8 263 28 3.19 0.8 15 2 3.08 0.8 -0.11 -0.15
AMERICAN IMIAN 217 28 3.03 0.8 172 21 3.06 0.8 45 7 2.94 0.9 -0.12 -0.15
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1601 119 2.95 0.8 1371 90 2.99 0.8 230 29 2.80 0.8 -0.19 -0.23
PUERTO RICAN 290 31 2.93 0.9 231 22 2.95 0.9 59 9 2.89 0.8 -0.06 -0.07

OTHER HISPANIC 809 74 3.07 0.9 710 60 3.06 0.8 99 15 3.11 0.9 0.05 0.06

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 19291 2629 3.14 0.8 17465 2236 3.17 0.8 1826 393 2.98 0.8 -0.19* -0.25
PRIVATE 652 82 3.26 0.6 626 70 3.32 0.6 26 13 2.93 0.5 -0.39 -0.63
CATHOLIC 2157 188 3.21 0.8 2103 181 3.22 0.7 54 7 2.82 0.9 -0.41 -0.54

SEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4830 640 3.16 0.8 4515 572 3.17 0.7 315 68 3.00 0.8 -0.17 -0.23
NORTH CENTRAL 6368 824 3.15 0.8 5920 728 3.17 0.8 448 96 2.95 0.8 -0.22* -0.29

SOUTH 6981 953 3.13 0.8 6211 787 3.17 0.8 770 166 2.97 0.8 -0.20* -0.25
WEST 3921 482 3.18 0.8 3548 400 3.22 0.8 373 82 2.98 0.8 -0.24* -0.32

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 9603 1289 3.11 0.8 8574 1065 3.14 0.8 1029 224 2.98 0.8 -0.15* -0.20
ACADEMIC 7943 983 3.28 0.7 7693 924 3.29 0.7 250 59 3.13 0.8 -0.16 -0.22
VOCATIONAL 4164 576 3.04 0.8 3608 461 3.08 0.8 556 116 2.88 0.8 -0.20* -0.25

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4622 578 3.14 0.8 4082 464 3.19 0.8 540 113 2.96 0.9 -0.22* -0.29

SUBURBAN 10919 1383 3.17 0.8 10138 1213 3.20 0.7 781 170 2.97 0.8 -0.22* -0.30

RURAL 6559 938 3.13 0.8 5974 809 3.15 0.8 585 129 2.98 0.8 -0.17* -0.22

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANDS
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Table 8-23

I AM POPULAR WITH OTHER STUDENTS IN MY CLASS
(PERCENT TRUE)

ALL SOPHOMORES-100

SAMP
N

ALL SOPHOMORES

NTO
N PERCENT

SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

UNTIL SENIOR FOLLOWUP

3AMP NTO
N N PERCENT

SoPHOMORES
WHO DROPPED OUT

BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP WTO
N N PERCENT

DROPOUTS
MINUS

STAYERS
TOTAL 23218 3053 77.2 21128 2604 78.1 2090 449 71.7 -6.4*
SEX:

MALE 11290 1512 76.9 10245 1279 77.8 1045 233 71.9FEMALE 11928 1541 77.4 i9883 1325 78.4 1045 216 71.4 -7.0*
SES:

LOW 5597 720 69.7 4727 545 70.3 870 175 68.0 -2.3M/DDLE 11115 1500 78.1 10267 1309 79.0 848 190 72.6 -6.4*HIGH 5814 745 83.0 5591 689 83.3 223 56 78.9 -4.4
RACE:

WHITE 16800 2370 77.6 15530 2055 78.5 1270 315 71.8 -6.7*BLACK 2970 377 79.0 2638 311 80.4 332 66 72.6 -7.8*ASIAN-AMERICAN 302 32 69.2 287 30 69.8 15 2 59.7 -10.1AMERICAN INDIAN 230 30 68.1 182 22 68.8 48 8 66.0 -2.8MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1707 128 70.1 1464 97 70.0 243 30 70.4 0.3PUERTO RICAN 300 32 71.6 238 23 72.3 62 10 72.4 1.1OTHER HISPANIC 841 77 76.6 733 61 77.9 108 16 71.4 -6.6
1CHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 20307 2771 76.7 18300 2342 77.7 2007 429 71.1 -6.6*PRIVATE 672 85 81.2 646 73 80.9 26 12 83.4 2.5CATHOLIC 2239 196 82.4 2182 189 82.3 57 8 85.3 3.0
MOGRAPHIC AGION:

NORTHEAST 5121 681 79.2 4764 604 80.5 357 76 69.0 -11.5*NORTH CENTRAL 6675 866 76.1 6187 762 76.6 488 104 72.9 -3.6SOUTH 7316 1004 77.1 6463 821 78.3 853 182 71.5 -6.8*WEST 4106 502 76.4 3714 416 77.1 392 86 72.9 -4.2
MGRICULUM:

GENERAL 10213 1372 75.5 9087 1128 76.3 1126 244 71.8 -4.5*ACADEMIC 8137 1007 82.1 7871 946 82.4 266 60 78.2 -4.2VOCATIONAL 4438 619 73.7 3823 490 74.6 615 129 70.0 -4.6
OMMUNITY TYPE:

URBAN 4816 601 77.8 4232 482 78.6 584 119 74.6 -4.0SUBURBAN 11501 1463 77.9 10634 1275 78.6 867 188 73.2 -5.4*RURAL 6901 988 75.8 6262 847 77.2 639 141 67.3 -9.9*

OTE: WEIGHTED N 13 IN THOUSARMS
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Table 8-24

DO OTHER SOPHOMORES IN YOUR SCHOOL SEE YOU AS ATHLETIC?
(1=NOT AT ALL; 3=VERY)

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980

SAMP
N

ALL SOPHOMORES

14713

N MEAN S.D.

SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

UNTIL SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP WTD
N N HEAN S.D.

SOPHOMORES
WHO DROPPED OUT

BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP 1470

N N MEAN S.D.

DROPOUTS
MINUS
STAYERS

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 23925 3137 1.81 0.7 21785 2681 1.84 0.7 2140 456 1.62 0.7 -0.22* -0.31

SEX:
MALE 11730 1566 1.96 0.7 10645 1325 1.99 0.7 1085 241 1.75 0.7 -0.24* -0.34
FEMALE 12195 1570 1.67 0.7 11140 1355 1.70 0.7 1055 215 1.47 0.6 -0.23* -0.32

SES:
LON 5807 744 1.68 0.7 4916 568 1.71 0.7 891 176 1.56 0.6 -0.15* -0.22

MIDDLE 11354 1527 1.81 0.7 10495 1335 1.84 0.7 859 191 1.61 0.7 -0.23* -0.32

HIGH 5970 764 1.96 0.7 5744 708 1.96 0.7 226 56 1.86 0.7 -0.11 -0.15

RACE:
WHITE 17221 2424 1.79 0.7 15932 2107 1.83 0.7 1289 318 1.54 0.6 -0.29* -0.41

BLACK 3110 393 1.94 0.8 2760 325 1.94 0.8 350 68 1.91 0.8 -0.03 -0.03
ASIAN-AMERICAN 316 33 1.81 0.7 298 31 1.80 0.7 18 2 1.95 0.6 0.14 0.21

AMERICAN INDIAN 240 31 1.83 0.7 191 23 1.88 0.7 49 8 1.67 0.7 -0.22 -0.31

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1785 133 1.74 0.7 1535 102 1.78 0.7 250 32 1.61 0.6 -0.17 -0.23
PUERTO RICAN 314 33 1.85 0.7 251 23 1.85 0.7 63 10 1.85 0.7 -0.00 -0.00

OTHER HISPANIC ups 80 1.83 0.7 75e 64 1.87 0.7 107 16 1.65 0.7 -0.22 -0.31

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 20932 2851 1.80 0.7 18879 2415 1.84 0.7 2053 436 1.62 0.7 -0.22* -0.31

PRIVATE 688 87 1.95 0.7 662 75 1.99 0.7 26 12 1.72 0.7 -0.26 -0.38

CATHOLIC 2305 199 1.87 0.7 2244 191 1.87 0.7 61 8 1.69 0.6 -0.19 -0.27

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5208 689 1.82 0.7 4848 615 1.84 0.7 360 74 1.64 0.7 -0.20* -0.28

NORTH CENTRAL 6916 894 1.82 0.7 6415 788 1.86 0.7 501 106 1.51 0.6 -0.35* -0.49

SOUTH 7582 1040 1.79 0.7 6717 854 1.81 0.7 865 186 1.67 0.7 -0.15* -0.20

NEST 4219 514 1.84 0.7 3805 425 1.88 0.7 414 90 1.63 0.7 -0.25* -0.35

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 10549 1418 1.77 0.7 9394 1167 1.82 0.7 1155 251 1.56 0.6 -0.26* -0.37

ACADEMIC 8325 1024 1.92 0.7 8060 966 1.92 0.7 265 59 1.78 0.7 -0.15 -0.21

VOCATIONAL 4615 638 1.73 0.7 3976 508 1.75 0.7 639 130 1.65 0.7 -0.10 -0.14

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4999 619 1.79 0.7 4403 499 1.82 0.7 596 120 1.65 0.7 -0.16* -0.23

SUBURBAN 11844 1503 1.82 0.7 10962 1313 1.85 0.7 882 190 1.62 0.6 -0.23* -0.33

RURAL 7082 1015 1.81 0.7 6420 869 1.85 0.7 662 145 1.60 0.7 -0.25* -0.36

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANDS
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Table 8-25

DO OTHER SOPHOMORES IN YOUR SCHOOL SEE YOU AS SOCIALLY ACTIVE?
(1=NOT AT ALL1 3=VERY)

ALL SOPHOMORES

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980

SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

UNTIL SENIOR FOLLOWUP

-SOPHOMORES
WHO DROPPED OUT

BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAM
N

WTO
N MEAN S.D.

SAMP
N

WTO
N MEAN S.D.

SAMP
N

WTD
N MEAN S.D.

DROPOUTS
MINUS

STAYERS
EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 23781 3119 1.97 0.6 21669 2667 1.97 0.6 2112 451 1.91 0.7 -0.07 -0.10
SEX:

HALE 11634 1553 1.89 0.6 10567 1316 1.89 0.6 1067 238 1.84 0.7 -0.06 -0.09FEMALE 12147 1566 2.04 0.6 11102 1352 2.05 0.6 1045 214 1.99 0.7 -0.07 -0.10
SES:

LOW 5752 737 1.85 0.7 4875 563 1.85 0.7 877 174 1.86 0.7 0.01 0.01MIDDLE 11295 1519 1.98 0.6 10444 1329 1.98 0.6 851 190 1.93 0.7 -0.05 -0.08HIGH 5953 763 2.06 0.6 5730 707 2.06 0.6 223 55 2.02 0.7 -0.05 -0.08
RACE:

NHITE 17150 2415 1.96 0.6 15869 2099 1.97 0.6 1281 316 1.88 0.7 -0.08 -0.13BLACK 3074 388 2.07 0.7 2735 321 2.08 0.7 339 67 2.03 0.7 -0.05 -0.07ASIAN-AMERICAN 312 33 1.85 0.6 295 31 1.83 0.6 17 2 2.12 0.6 0.29 0.47AMERICAN INDIAN 237 31 1.87 0.7 187 23 1.82 0.7 50 8 2.02 0.6 0.20 0.30MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1763 132 1.83 0.7 1520 101 1.84 0.6 243 31 1.80 0.7 -0.04 -0.06PUERTO RICAN 313 33 2.06 0.7 251 23 1.99 0.7 62 9 2.23 0.8 0.23 0.34OTHER HISPNNIC 858 79 1.94 0.7 751 63 1.98 0.6 107 16 1.80 0.7 -0.18 -0.28
SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 20797 E833 1.96 0.6 18771 2401 1.97 0.6 2026 432 1.90 0.7 -0.06 -0.10PRIVATE 687 87 2.07 0.6 662 76 2.08 0.6 25 12 2.01 0.6 -0.07 -0.12CATHOLIC 2297 198 2.02 0.6 2236 191 2.02 0.6 61 8 1.94 0.5 -0.08 -0.13
GEOGRAPHIC REGION:

NORTHEAST 5182 686 1.99 0.6 4823 612 1.99 0.6 359 74 1.99 0.7 0.00 0.01NORTH CENTRAL 6877 888 1.95 0.6 6383 783 1.96 0.6 494 105 1.91 0.7 -0.05 -0.08SOUTH 7519 1031 1.97 0.7 6666 848 1.98 0.6 853 183 1.90 0.7 -0.08 -0.13NEST 4203 514 1.95 0.7 3797 425 1.97 0.6 406 89 1.86 0.7 -0.11 -0.17
CURR4CULUM:

GENERAL 10484 1409 1.93 0.6 9345 1161 1.94 0.6 1139 248 1.89 0.7 -0.05 -0.07ACADEMIC 8301 1023 2.04 0.6 8034 963*. 2.05 0.6 267 59 1.95 0.7 -0.10 -0.17VOCATIONAL 4573 631 1.93 0.7 3946 504 1.93 0.7 627 128 1.93 0.7 -0.00 -0.00
COMMUNITY TYPE:

URBAN 4965 615 1.97 0.7 4378 496 1.97 0.7 587 119 1.98 0.7 0.01 0.02SUBURBAN 11778 1496 1.97 0.6 10904 1306 1.98 0.6 874 189 1.87 0.7 -0.11* -0.18RURAL 7038 1008 1.96 0.7 6387 865 1.97 0.6 651 143 1.90 0.7 -0.07 -0.10

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANDS
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Table 8-26

DO OTHER SOPHOMORES IN YOUR SCHOOL SEE YOU AS A GOOD STUDENT?
11=NOT AT ALL; 3=VERY1

ALL SOPHO1ORES-1980

SAMP
N

ALL SOPHOMORES

NTD
N MEAN S.D.

SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED /N SCHOOL
UNTIL SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP NTO
N N MEAN S.D.

SOPHOMORES
WHO DROPPED OUT

BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP NTO
N MEAN S.D.

DROPOUTS
MINUS
STAYERS

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 23997 3146 2.18 0.6 21850 2688 2.22 0.6 2147 458 1.95 0.6 -0.27* -0.47

SEX:
MALE 11759 1569 2.12 0.6 10669 1327 2.17 0.6 1090 242 1.88 0.6 -0.28* -0.49

FEMALE 12238 1576 2.25 0.6 11181. 1361 2.28 0.6 1057 215 2.03 0.6 -0.25* -0.44

SES:
LOW 5825 746 2.12 0.6 4934 569 2.17 0.6 891 177 1.98 0.6 -0.19* -0.31

MIDDLE 11376 1529 2.17 0.6 10517 1338 2.20 0.6 859 191 1.92 0.6 -0.28* -0.49

H/GH 5988 766 2.28 0.6 5763 711 2.31 0.6 225 56 1.92 0.6 -0.39* -0.69

RACE:
WHITE 17259 2429 2.16 0.6 15968 2111 2.20 0.6 1291 318 1.85 0.6 -0.35* -0.62

BLACK 3125 395 2.38 0.6 2775 326 2.40 0.6 350 69 2.31 0.6 -0.09 -0.15

ASIAN-AMER/CAN 320 34 2.33 0.6 303 31 2.36 0.6 17 2 1.98 0.4 -0.38 -0.66

AMERICAN INDIAN 241 31 2.11 0.7 192 23 2.12 0.7 49 8 2.08 0.6 -0.04 -0.06

MEXICAN-AMER1CAN 1789 134 2.11 0.6 1536 102 2.14 0.6 253 32 2.02 0.6 -0.12 -0.21

PUERTO RICAN 318 34 2.27 0.7 253 24 2.22 0.7 65 10 2.39 0.7 0.17 0.26

OTHER HISPANIC 869 80 2.11 0.6 762 64 2.17 0.6 107 16 1.84 0.6 -0.33* -0.57

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 21004 2859 2.18 0.6 18943 2421 2.22 0.6 2061 438 1.96 0.6 -0.26* -0.46

PRIVATE 689 87 2.14 0.6 664 75 2.19 0.6 25 12 1.83 0.6 -0.36 -0.62

CATHOLIC 2304 199 2.22 0.6 2243 191 2.24 0.6 61 8 1.81 0.6 -0.43* -0.75

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5221 691 2.20 0.6 4854 615 2.23 0.6 367 76 1.96 0.6 -0.27* -n.46

NORTH CENTRAL 6927 896 2.15 0.6 6428 789 2.18 0.6 499 107 1.89 0.6 -0.29* -0.51

SOUTH 7621 1043 2.20 0.6 6752 857 2.25 0.6 869 186 2.01 0.6 -0.24* -0.41

NEST 4228 515 2.19 0.6 3816 426 2.25 0.6 412 89 1.90 0.6 -0.35* -0.61

CURRICULUM:
GZNERAL 10568 1419 2.08 0.6 9421 1169 2.13 0.6 1147 250 1.89 0.6 -0.24* -0.42

ACADEMIC 8341 1026 2.36 0.6 8073 967 2.37 0.6 268 59 2.09 0.6 -0.28* -0.51

VOCATIONAL 4646 643 2.13 0.6 3998 511 2.17 0.6 648 132 2.00 0.6 -0.17* -0.29

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 5030 624 2.22 0.6 4427 501 2.26 0.6 603 123 2.04 0.7 -0.22* -0.38

SUBURBAN 11862 1504 2.18 0.6 10983 1315 2.22 0.6 879 189 1.93 0.6 -0.29* -0.52

RURAL 7105 1017 2.16 0.6 6440 871 2.20 0.6 665 146 1.91 0.6 -0.29* -0.51

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANDS

kft
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Table 8-27

DO OTHER SOPHOMORES IN YOUR SCHOOL SEE YOU AS IMPORTANT?
(1=NOT AT ALL; 3=VERY)

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980

SAMP

ALL SOPHOMORES

NTO
N MEAN S.D.

SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

UNTIL SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP NTO
N N MEAN S.D.

SflPHOMORES
WHO DROPPED OUT

BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP NTO
N N MEAN S.D.

DROPOUTS
MINUS

STAYERS
EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 23584 3093 1.94 0.6 21484 2645 1.95 0.6 2098 447 1.88 0.6 -0.08* -0.13
SEX:

MALE 11560 1544 1.91 0.6 10495 1307 1.92 0.6 1065 237 1.84 0.6 -0.07 -0.13FEMALE 12024 1549 1.98 0.6 10991 1339 1.99 0.6 1033 210 1.'.2 0.6 -0.07 -0.13
SES:

LOW 5731 735 1.84 0.6 4859 561 1.85 0.6 872 174 1.80 0.6 -0.05 -0.08MIDDLE 11190 1504 1.95 0.6 10343 1317 1.96 0.6 847 188 1.89 0.6 -0.06 -0.11HIGH 5894 756 2.04 0.6 5670 700 2.04 0.6 224 56 2.03 0.6 -0.01 -0.02
RACE:

WHITE 17019 2396 1.93 0.6 15743 2082 1.95 0.6 1276 314 1.83 0.6 -0.12* -0.21BLACK 3049 386 2.03 0.7 2709 319 2.02 0.6 340 67 2.09 0.7 0.07 0.10ASIAN-AMERICAN 309 32 1.94 0.6 292 30 1.95 0.6 17 2 1.87 0.4 -0.08 -0.13AMERICAN /NDIAN 232 30 1.91 0.6 186 23 1.92 0.6 46 7 1.90 0.6 -0.02 -0.03MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1735 130 1.87 0.6 1498 99 1.88 0.6 237 30 1.83 0.6 -0.05 -0.09PUERTO RICAN 308 33 1.98 0.6 247 23 1.88 0.6 61 9 2.21 0.6 0.33 0.56OTHER HISPANIC 859 79 1.98 0.6 752 63 2.01 0.6 107 16 1.85 0.6 -0.16 -0.27
SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 20627 2809 1.94 0.6 18613 2381 1.95 0.6 2014 428 1.87 0.6 -0.08* -0.13PRIVATE 680 87 2.01 0.6 655 75 2.02 0.6 25 12 1.99 0.5 -0.02 -0.04CATHOLIC 2277 197 2.03 0.6 2218 189 2.03 0.6 59 7 2.15 0.5 0.10 0.18
GEOGRAPHIC REGION:

NORTHEAST 5143 680 1.95 0.6 4787 607 1.96 0.6 356 73 1.89 0.7 -0.07 -0.12NORTH CENTRAL 6825 883 1.94 0.6 6329 777 1.95 0.6 496 106 1.85 0.6 -0.10 -0.17SOUTH 7471 1024 1.95 0.6 6624 842 1.96 0.6 847 182 1.89 0.6 -0.07 -0.11WEST 4145 506 1.94 0.6 3746 419 1.95 0.6 399 87 1.87 0.6 -0.08 -0.14
CURRICULUM:

GENERAL 10418 1399 1.90 0.6 9283 1153 1.91 0.6 1135 246 1.84 0.6 -0.07 -0.13ACADEMIC 8208 1011 2.02 0.6 7950 953 2.03 0.6 258 58 1.96 0.6 -0 06 -0.11VOCATIONAL 4533 627 1.92 0.6 3907 SOO 1.92 0.6 626 128 1.91 0.7 -0.01 -0.02
COMUNITY TYPE:

URBAN 4914 609 1.95 0.6 4334 491 1.95 0.6 580 118 1.95 0.6 -0.00 -0.01SUBURBAN 11658 1479 1.96 0.6 10795 1294 1.97 0.6 863 186 1.88 0.6 -0.09 -0.16RURAL 7012 1004 1.92 0.6 6357 861 1.94 0.6 60 143 1.82 0.6 -0. * -0.19

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANDS
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Table 8-28

DO OTHER SOPHOMORES IN YOUR SCHOOL SEE YOU AS A TROUBLE MAKER?
(1=VERY; 3110T AT ALL)

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980

SAMP
N

ALL SOPHOMORES

NTO
N MEAN S.D.

SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

UNTIL SENIOR FOLLOWUP

54113 NTD
N N MEAN S.D.

SOPHOMORES
WHO DROPPED OUT

BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP WTD
N N MEAN S.D.

DROPOUTS
MINUS
STAYERS

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 23683 3105 2.70 0.5 21574 2655 2.72 0.5 2109 450 2.55 0.6 -0.17* -0.33

SEX:
MALE 11606 1550 2.62 0.6 10538 1312 2.64 0.6 1068 238 2.47 0.7 -0.18* -0.32

FEMALE 12077 1556 2.77 0.5 11036 1344 2.79 0.5 1041 212 2.64 0.6 -0.15* -0.33

SES:
LOW 5733 736 2.71 0.5 4856 561 2.74 0.5 877 175 2.61 0.6 -0.13* -0.24

MIDDLE 11242 1510 2.69 0.5 10397 1323 2.72 0.5 845 187 2.52 0.6 -0.20* -0.38

HIGH 5928 759 2.70 0.5 5705 704 2.72 0.5 223 55 2.44 0.7 -0.27* -0.53

RACE:
WHITE 17105 2407 2.68 0.5 15821 2092 2.70 0.5 1284 316 2.51 0.6 -0.19* -0.36

BLACK 3043 386 2.83 0.5 2705 319 2.86 0.4 338 67 2.71 0.6 -0A5* -0.33

ASIAN-AMERICAN 309 32 2.78 0.5 293 30 2.79 0.5 16 2 2.56 0.7 -0.23 -0.47

AMERICAN INDIAN 234 31 2.56 0.7 186 23 2.61 0.6 48 8 2.43 0.7 -0.18 -0.28

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1749 130 2.69 0.5 1509 99 2.73 0.5 240 31 2.57 0a. -0.15 -0.28.

PUERTO RICAN 311 33 2.73 0.5 249 23 2.74 0.5 62 10 2.72 0.5 -0.02 -0.04

OTHER HISPANIC 857 79 2.65 0.6 750 63 2.69 0.5 107 16 2.53 0.6 -0.16 -0.29

SCHOOL TYPE:
pUBLIC 20714 282Z 2.70 0.5 18691 2391 2.73 0.5 2023 431 2.56 0.6 -0.17* -0.32

PRIVATE 684 86 2.59 0.6 659 75 2.62 0.6 25 12 2.39 0.6 -0.23 -0.41

CATHOLIC 2285 197 2.64 0.6 2224 189 2.67 0.5 61 8 2.08 0.7 -0.58* -1.08

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5166 684 2.69 0.5 4806 610 2.71 0.5 360 74 2.49 0.6 -0.22* -0.43

NORTH CENTRAL 6854 886 2.63 0.6 6361 781 2.65 0.5 493 105 2.47 0.6 -0.18* -0.33

SOUTH 7489 1026 2.76 0.5 6638 843 2.80 0.5 851 183 2.62 0.6 -0.17* -0.36

WEST 4174 509 2.68 0.6 3769 421 2.71 0.5 405 88 2.54 0.6 -0.17* -0.31

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 10428 1401 2.66 0.6 9287 1153 2.68 0.5 1141 248 2.54 0.6 -0.14* -0.25

ACADEMIC 8269 1018 2.77 0.5 8010 960 2.78 0.5 259 58 2.63 0.6 -0.15 -0.32

VOCATIONAL 4553 630 2.67 0.6 3926 502 2.70 0.5 627 128 2.53 0.6 -0.17* -0.30

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4933 613 2.73 0.5 4351 494 2.77 0.5 582 119 2.58 0.6 -0.20* -0.39

SUBURBAN 11715 1485 2.68 0.5 10844 1298 2.71 0.5 871 188 2.52 0.6 -0.18* -0.35

RURAL 7035 1007 2.69 0.5 6379 864 2.71 0.5 656 143 2.56 0.6 -0.15* -0.29

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSAMS
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Table 8-29

GOOD LUCK IS MORE IMPORTANT THAN HARD WORK FOR SUCCESS
(1=AGREE STRONGLY; 4=DISAGREE STRONGLY)

ALL SOPHOMORES

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980

SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

UNTIL SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SOPHOMORES
WHO DROPPED OUT

BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP
H

WTO
N MEAN S.D.

SAMP
N

WTO
N MEAN S.D.

SAMP
N

11Th

N MEAN S.D.

DROPOUTS
MINUS

STAYERS
EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 21862 2873 3.07 0.7 19959 2464 3.11 0.7 1903 408 2.67 0.8 -0.22* -0.30
SEX:

MALE 10525 1407 3.02 0.8 9586 1198 3.06 0.7 939 209 2.84 0.9 -0.22* -0.29FEMALE 11337 1466 3.12 0.7 10373 1266 3.15 0.7 964 200 2.93 0.8 -0.22* -0.32
SES:

LOW 515? 659 2.94 0.8 4365 503 2.97 0.8 787 155 2.84 0.8 -0.13 -0.17MIDDLE 104(0 1413 3.09 0.7 9682 1240 3.11 0.7 778 174 2.91 0.8 -0.20* -0.29HIGH 5611 718 3.20 0.7 5407 665 3.21 0.7 204 53 2.99 0.8 -0.22 -0.34
RACE:

WHITE 15903 2239 3.14 0.7 14746 1952 3.16 0.7 1157 287 2.95 0.8 -0.21* -0.31BLACK 2738 347 2.83 0.9 2432 286 2.86 0.9 306 61 2.68 0.9 -0.19 -0.22ASIAN-AMERICAN 288 31 3.03 0.7 273 29 3.06 0.6 15 2 2.51 0.8 -0.55 -0.85AMERICAN INDIAN 212 27 3.00 0.8 169 20 3.00 0.8 43 7 2.98 0.8 -0.03 -0.03MEXICAN-AMERILAA 1602 119 2.84 0.8 1382 92 2.86 0.8 220 27 2.79 0.8 -0.07 -0.09PUERTO RICAN 271 29 2.76 0.8 217 20 2.76 0.7 54 8 2.76 1.0 0.01 0.01OTHER HISPANIC 783 72 2.88 0.8 686 59 2.93 0.8 97 14 2.68 1.0 -0.25 -0.30
SCMOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 19102 2606 3.06 0.7 17277 2216 3.09 0.7 1825 389 2.87 0.8 -0.22* -0.30PRIVATE 660 83 3.16 0.7 635 71 3.19 0.6 25 12 3.02 0.7 -0.17 -0.26CATHOLIC 2100 184 3.22 0.6 2047 177 3.22 0.6 53 7 3.27 0.7 0.05 0.08
GEOGRAPHIC REGION:

NORTHEAST 4753 632 3.08 0.7 4435 565 3.10 0.7 318 67 2.88 0.8 -0.22* -0.31NORTH CENTRAL 6331 820 3.12 0.7 5878 724 3.15 0.7 453 96 2.89 0.8 -0.26* -0.38SOUTH 6880 942 3.00 0.8 6113 777 3.C4 0.7 767 165 2.83 0.9 -0.21* -0.28WEST 3898 479 3.13 0.7 3533 398 3.16 0.7 365 81 3.01 0.8 -0.15 -0.21
CURRICULUM:

GENERAL 9502 1280 3.05 0.7 8476 1056 3.07 0.7 1026 223 2.97 0.8 -0.10 -0.14ACADEMIC 7850 970 3.22 0.7 7595 912 3.23 0.6 255 59 2.99 0.8 -0.25* ..0.38VOCATIONAL 4138 573 2.90 0.8 3586 461 2.96 0.8 552 112 2.69 0.9 -0.27* -0.34
COMM/TY TYPE:

URBAN 4561 571 3.01 0.8 4018 460 3.07 0.7 543 111 2.77 0.9 -0.29* -0.39SUBURBAN 10861 1380 3.10 0.7 10079 1209 3.13 0.7 782 171 2.93 0.8 -0.20* -0.28RURAL 6440 921 3.07 0.7 5862 795 3.09 0.7 578 126 2.92 0.8 -0.17* -0.23

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS ZN THOUSANDS
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Tab le 8- 30

EVERY TIME I TRY TO GET AHEAD, SOMETHING OR SOMEBODY STOPS ME
(1=AGREE STRONGLY; 4=DISAGREE STRONGLY)

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980

SAMP

ALL SOPHOMORES

WID
N MEAN S.D.

SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL
UNTIL SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP WTO
N N MEAN S.D.

SOPHOMORES
WHO DROPPED OUT

BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP WTD
N N MEAN S.D.

DROPOUTS
MINUS
STAYERS

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 21270 2789 2.74 0.7 19407 2394 2.78 0.7 1863 395 2.52 0.8 -0.26* -0.36

SEX:
MALE 10303 1375 2.70 0.7 9372 1170 2.73 0.7 931 204 2.50 0.8 -0.23* -0.31

FEMALE 10967 1414 2.78 0.7 10035 1224 2.82 0.7 932 191 2.54 0.8 -0.28* -0.41

SES:
LOW 5012 636 2.58 0.8 4248 488 2.62 0.7 764 148 2.47 0.8 -0.15* -0.20

MIDDLE 10208 1374 2.74 0.7 9443 1205 2.77 0.7 765 169 2.51 0.8 -0.25* -0.36

HIGH 5432 699 2.91 0.6 5232 647 2.93 0.6 200 52 2.72 0.7 -0.20 -0.32

RACE:
WHITE 15425 2170 2.77 0.7 14296 1892 2.80 0.7 1129 278 2.51 0.8 -0.30* -0.43

BLACK 2683 338 2.65 0.8 2391 281 2.67 0.8 292 57 2.54 0.9 -?!.13 -0.16

ASIAN-AMERICAN 272 30 2.76 0.7 258 28 2.77 0.7 14 2 2.73 0.6 -0.04 -0.05

AMERICAN INOIAN 203 26 2.51 0.8 162 20 2.52 0.8 41 7 2.47 0.8 -0.05 -0.07

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1561 115 2.61 0.7 1339 88 2.63 0.7 222 27 2.56 0.8 -0.08 -0.10

PUERTO RICAN 272 30 2.56 0.8 214 20 2.62 0.8 sa 9 2.43 0.8 -0.19 17.24

OTHER HISPANIC 794 73 2.74 0.8 698 59 2.75 0.8 96 14 2.69 0.8 -0.06 -0.08

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 18607 2533 2.73 0.7 16818 2155 2.76 0.7 1789 378 2.51 0.8 -0.25* -0.35

PRIVATE 618 77 2.92 0.6 595 67 2.97 0.6 23 11 2.62 0.7 -0.35 -0.57

CATHOLIC 2045 178 2.88 0.7 1994 172 2.88 0.7 51 7 2.85 0.7 -0.03 -0.05

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4673 621 2.79 0.7 4365 557 2.82 0.7 308 64 2.51 0.8 -0.31* -0.44

NORTH CENTRAL 6131 793 2.75 0.7 5695 702 2.78 0.7 436 91 2.56 0.8 -0.22* -0.31

SOUTH 6668 910 2.66 0.7 5916 749 2.71 0.7 752 161 2.47 0.8 -0.24* -0.33

NEST 3798 465 2.81 0.7 3431 386 2.85 0.7 367 79 2.60 0.8 -0.25* -0.36

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 9261 1244 2.69 0.7 8263 1029 2.72 0.7 998 214 2.54 0.8 -0.18* -0.25

ACADEMIC 7601 942 2.90 0.7 7361 886 2.92 0.7 240 56 2.63 0.8 -0.28* -0.43

VOCATIONAL 4040 556 2.61 0.8 3487 445 2.65 0.7 553 111 2.45 0.8 -0.20* -0.26

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4437 553 2.76 0.7 3911 446 2.80 0.7 526 107 2.57 0.8 -0.24* -0.33

SUBURBAN 10604 1346 2.77 0.7 9825 1179 2.80 0.7 779 167 2.55 0.8 -0.25* -0.35

RURAL 6229 889 2.69 0.7 5671 768 2.73 0.7 558 121 2.44 0.8 -0.28* -0.40

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS /N THOUSANDS
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Table 8-31

PLANNING ONLY MAKES A PERSON UNHAPPY, SINCE PLANS HARDLY EVER WORK OUT ANYWAY
(1=AGREE STRONGLY; 4:DISAGREE STRONGLY)

ALL SOPHOMORES

ALL SOPHO1IORES-1980

SOPHOMORES SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL WHO DROPPEO OUT

UNTIL SENIOR FOLLOWUP BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP
N

WTO
N MEAN S.D.

SAMP
N

WTO
N MEAN S.D.

SAMP
N

WTD
N MEAN S.D.

DROPOUTS
MINUS

STAYERS
EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 21932 2880 2.97 0.8 20012 2469 3.01 0.8 1920 411 2.74 0.9 -0.27* -0.35
SEX:

MALE 10530 1408 2.91 0.8 9582 1197 2.94 0.8 948 211 2.70 0.9 -0.25* -0.31FEMALE 11402 1472 3.03 0.8 10430 1272 3.07 0.8 972 199 2.78 0.9 -0.29* -0.37
SES:

LOW 5154 659 2.79 0.8 4369 505 2.82 0.8 785 154 2.68 0.8 -0.15* -0.18MIDDLE 10506 1415 2.98 0.8 9724 1239 3.01 0.8 782 175 2.77 0.9 -0.24* -0.31HIGH 5646 724 3.14 0.7 5432 670 3.16 0.7 214 54 2.95 0.9 -0.21 -0.29
RACE:

WHITE 15970 2246 3.01 0.8 14813 1959 3.04 0.8 1157 287 2.76 0.8 -0.28* -0.36BLACK 2732 346 2.86 0.9 2421 285 2.90 0.9 311 61 2.65 0.9 -0.25* -0.29ASIAN-AMERICAN 279 30 3.14 0.7 265 28 3.14 0.7 14 2 3.23 0.5 0.10 0.14AMERICAN INDIAN 216 28 2.69 0.9 171 21 2.69 0.8 45 7 2.72 1.0 0.03 0.03MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1594 119 2.77 0.8 1369 90 2.82 0.8 225 29 2.59 0.9 -0.23 -0.29PUERTO RICAN 280 30 2.77 0.8 220 22 2.75 0.8 60 9 2.82 0.8 0.07 0.08OTHER HISPANIC 799 74 2.81 0.9 702 59 2.84 0.8 97 14 2.70 0.9 -0.13 -0.16
SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 19151 2608 2.96 0.8 17312 2217 3.00 0.8 1839 391 2.73 0.9 -0.27* -0.34PRIVATE 657 84 3.08 0.7 630 72 3.10 0.7 27 12 2.95 0.6 -0.15 -0.22CATHOLIC 2124 187 3.06 0.7 2070 180 3.08 0.7 54 7 2.66 1.1 -0.42 -0.56
GEOGRAPHIC REGION:

NORTHEAST 4784 635 2.94 0.8 4468 568 2.97 0.8 316 67 2.64 0.9 -0.33* -0.42NORTH CENTRAL 6353 823 3.00 0.8 5896 727 3.03 0.7 457 97 2.74 0.8 -0.29* -0.39SOUTH 6865 940 2.92 0.8 6092 774 2.96 0.8 773 166 2.75 0.8 -0.21* -0.26NEST 3930 482 3.05 0.8 3556 400 3.11 0.7 374 81 2.79 0.9 -0.32* -0.42
CURRICULUM:

GENERAL 9572 1287 2.89 0.8 8526 1061 2.94 0.8 1046 227 2.69 0.9 -0.25* -0.32ACADEMIC 7856 974 3.16 0.7 7606 916 3.17 0.7 250 58 3.03 0.9 -0.14 -0.20VOCATIONAL 4130 570 2.83 0.8 3576 457 2.86 0.8 554 112 2.70 0.8 -0.16* -0.20
=MIT( TYPE:

URBAN 4553 570 2.96 0.8 3999 456 3.00 0.8 554 113 2.77 0.9 -0.24* -0.30SUWRBAN 10912 1386 3.00 0.8 10128 1215 3.03 0.8 784 171 2.75 0.8 -0.28* -0.37RURAL 6467 924 2.93 0.8 5885 797 2.97 0.8 582 126 2.69 0.9 -0.28* -0.35

4DTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANDS
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Table 8-32

PEOPLE WHO ACCEPT THEIR CONDITION IN LIFE ARE HAPPIER THAN THOSE WHO TRY TO CHANGE THINGS
f1=AGREE STRONGLY; 4=DISAGREE STRONGLY)

ALL SOPHOMORES

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980

SOPHOMORES SOPHOMORES
NHO STAYED IN SCHOOL AHO DROPPED OUT
UNTIL SENIOR FOLLOWUP BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP
N

MTD
N MEAN S.D.

SAMP
N

WITO

N MEAN S.D.
SAMP
N

WTO
N MEAN S.D.

DROPOUTS
MINUS
STAYERS

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 20647 2718 2.44 0.9 men 2326 2.45 0.9 1835 392 2.35 0.9 -0.10* -0.12

SEX:
MALE 9914 1329 2.43 0.9 9000 1128 2.44 0.9 914 202 2.36 0.9 -0.08 -0.10

FEMALE 10733 1388 2.44 0.9 9812 1199 2.46 0.9 921 190 2.34 0.9 -0.12 -0.13

SES:
LON 4872 625 2.30 0.8 4120 479 2.30 0.8 752 146 2.27 0.8 -0.03 -0.03

MIDDLE 9931 1340 2.41 0.9 9188 1173 2.43 0.9 743 167 2.33 0.9 -0.10 -0.11

NIGH 5251 677 2.62 0.9 5041 623 2.62 0.9 210 54 2.64 0.8 0.02 0.02

RACE:
WHITE 15028 2121 2.46 0.9 13917 1845 2.48 0.9 1111 276 2.36 0.9 -0.12* -0.14

BLACK 2555 325 2.34 0.9 2267 268 2.34 0.9 208 57 2.33 0.9 -0.02 -0.02

ASIAN-AMERICAN 261 28 2.48 0.8 245 25 2.44 0.8 16 2 2.91 0.6 0.48 0.60

AMERICAN INDIAN 201 27 2.37 0.9 157 20 2.43 0.9 44 7 2.21 0.9 -0.22 -0.25

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1509 112 2.32 0.8 1288 86 2.31 0.8 221 27 2.32 0.8 0.01 0.01

PUERTO RICAN 259 28 2.31 0.9 210 20 2.30 0.8 49 7 2.33 1.0 0.03 0.04

OTHER HISPANIC 772 71 2.33 0.9 676 57 2.33 0.9 96 14 2.32 1.0 -0.01 -0.01

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 18068 2469 2.42 0.9 16304 2095 2.44 0.9 1764 374 2.34 0.9 -0.10* -0.12

PRIVATE 603 78 2.62 0.8 578 66 2.63 0.8 25 12 2.54 0.7 -0.09 -0.11

CATHOLIC 1976 171 2.56 0.9 1930 166 2.56 0.9 46 6 2.83 0.7 0.28 0.32

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4520 600 2.49 0.9 4221 538 2.51 0.9 299 62 2.32 0.9 -0.18 -0.21

NORTH CENTRAL 5918 768 2.44 0.8 5493 677 2.46 0.8 425 91 2.33 0.8 -0.12 -0.15

SOUTH 6560 901 2.37 0.9 5811 741 2.37 0.9 749 160 2.34 0.9 -0.03 -0.04

WEST 3649 449 2.50 0.9 3287 370 2.52 0.9 362 79 2.42 0.9 -0.10 -0.12

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 9019 1214 2.36 0.8 8017 999 2.38 0.8 1002 214 2.31 0.8 -0.07 -0.08

ACADEMIC 7321 910 2.61 0.9 7080 854 2.61 0.9 241 56 2.65 0.9 0.04 0.04

VOCATIONAL 3951 547 2.31 0.9 3426 439 2.32 0.8 525 108 2.27 0.9 -0.05 -0.06

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4258 534 2.46 0.9 3746 429 2.47 0.9 512 105 2.40 0.9 -0.07 -0.08

SUBURBAN 10264 1308 2.46 0.9 9502 1143 2.48 0.9 762 165 2.35 0.9 -0.13 -0.15

RURAL 6125 876 2.39 0.9 5564 754 2.40 0.9 561 122 2.32 0.9 -0.09 -0.10

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS ZN THOUSANDS
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ALL SOPHONORES

Tab le 8-33

WHAT HAPPENS TO ME IS MY OWN DOING
11=DISAGREE STRONGLY; 4=AGREE STRONGLY)

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980

SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL
UNTIL SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SOPHOMORES
WHO DROPPED OUT

BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP
N

HID
N MEAN S.D.

SAHP
N

WITO

N MEAN S.D.
SAMP
N

NTO
N MEAN S.D.

DROPOUTS
MINUS

STAfERS
EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 21618 2842 2.98 0.7 19721 2431 2.97 0.7 1897 410 3.06 0.7 0.09* 0.12

SEX:

MALE 10510 1407 3.01 0.7 9568 1196 2.99 0.7 942 211 3.08 0.8 0.08 0.12FEMALE 11108 1435 2.96 0.7 10153 1235 2.95 0.7 955 200 3.04 0.7 0.09 0.13
SES:

LOW 5096 651 2.97 0.7 4329 501 2.94 0.7 767 150 3.08 0.7 0.13* 0.18MIDDLE 10406 1402 2.97 0.7 9618 1224 2.96 0.7 788 178 3.04 0.7 0.08 0.11HIGH 5516 710 3.01 0.7 5302 654 3.00 0.7 214 56 3.03 0.8 0.03 0.04

RACE:
WHITE 15772 2223 2.99 0.7 14613 1933 2.98 0.7 1159 291 3.06 0.7 0.07 0.11BLACK 2663 337 2.89 0.8 2374 279 2.87 0.8 289 57 3.04 0.8 0.17 0.21ASIAN-AMERICAN 275 29 3.04 0.6 261 27 3.06 0.6 14 2 2.80 0.4 -0.25 -0.41AMERICAN INDIAN 209 27 2.93 0.8 163 20 2.91 0.8 46 7 3.00 0.9 0.09 0.11MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1574 117 2.99 0.7 1351 89 2.96 0.7 223 28 3.09 0.7 0.12 0.18PUERTO RICAN 274 29 3.02 0.8 218 21 2.99 0.7 56 8 3.10 0.9 0.11 0.14OTHER HISPANIC 790 73 3.04 0.7 690 58 3.02 0.7 100 15 3.13 0.6 0.11 0.15

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 18892 2578 2.98 0.7 17071 2188 2.97 0.7 1821 390 3.06 0.7 0.09* 0.12PRIVATE 637 81 2.90 0.7 611 68 2.91 0.7 26 13 2.86 0.9 -0.05 -0.07CATHOLIC 2089 182 2.99 0.7 2039 175 2.97 0.7 50 7 3.38 0.6 0.40* 0.59

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4764 635 3.01 0.7 4447 567 2.99 0.7 317 68 3.16 0.7 0.17 0.24NORTH CENTRAL 6245 810 2.96 0.7 5795 714 2.94 0.7 450 96 3.06 0.7 0.11 0.16SOUTH 6756 922 2.96 0.7 5997 758 2.95 0.7 759 163 3.04 0.8 0.09 0.12WEST 3853 475 3.03 0.7 3482 392 3.03 0.7 371 83 3.01 0.7 -0.02 -0.03

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 9426 1268 2.98 0.7 8406 1045 2.97 0.7 1020 223 3.05 0.7 0.08 0.12ACADEMIC 7730 959 3.00 0.7 7479 901 2.99 0.7 251 59 3.13 0.7 0.14 0.20VOCATIONAL 4080 564 2.96 0.7 3524 450 2.94 0.7 556 115 3.03 0.8 0.09 0.12

COHMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4503 565 2.97 0.7 3966 452 2.95 0.7 537 113 3.07 0.8 0.12 0.16SUBURBAN 10730 1366 2.98 0.7 9949 1194 2.97 0.7 781 171 3.06 0.7 0.10 0.14RURAL 6385 911 3.00 0.7 5806 785 2.99 0.7 579 126 3.04 0.7 0.05 0.07

VOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANDS
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Table 8-34

Constrasts between Sophomore School Stayers
and Dropouts on Life Values

(Key: 1 = Not Important; 3= Very Important)

How Important to You Is:

Sophomores Who
Stayed In School

Sophomores Who
Dropped Out

Dropouts Minus
School Stayers

Effect
Size

MEAN S.D. MEAN S.D.

Having Lots of 2.24 .6 2.30 .7 .07* .11

Money

Having Strong 2.81 .4 2.74 .5 -.07* -.17
Friendships

Find Steady Work 2.83 .4 2.77 .5 -.06* -.15

Being a Community Leader 1.66 .7 1.59 .7 .07* -.11

Living Close to Parents 1.98 .7 1.87 .7 -.11* -.16

Getting Away from This 1.54 .7 1.72 .8 .18* .23

Area of the Country...

*Significant difference
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attach greater importance to "having lots of money" and "leaving this
part of the country." Values such as having strong friendships, being a
community leader, finding steady work, and being close to parents were
more likely to be characteristics of the school stayer than the dropout.
It is interesting to note that the mean levels of the responses on the
importance scale, regardless of school stayer or dropout group, were
highest for

o having lots of money

o having strong friendships

o having steady work.

A value that does not appear in this table because the contrast
was not significant was importance of correcting social and economic
inequalities. The means on this variable were 1.78 and 1.76 for school
stayers and dropouts, respectively. The relative mean importance levels
on this indicates that social consciousness is considerably lower than
the mean importance levels of having lots of money, strong friendships,
and having steady work.

G. 1980-1982 LONGITUDINAL GAINS FOR DROPOUTS

This section examines dropouts' changes in educational plans and in
self-perception. Gains in achievement and life skills for dropouts have
been presented in Chapter 6. Table 8-35 indicates that the dropouts
reduced their expectations or plans with respect to further schooling.
This decline in expectations is consistent across almost all subpopula-
tions. This decline may be partially the result of financial constraints
due to the general economic recession present in 1981 and 1982. Additional
evidence for this notion of dropouts scaling down their educational expec-
tations during the 1980-1982 period is provided in Table 8-36. Table 8-36
indicates that when the dropouts were followed up in 1982 only about one-
fourth of them (26.1 percent) said they would be disappointed if they did not
graduate from college. As sophomores almost 40 percent said they would be
disappointed if they did not graduate from college.

Table 8-37 below presents a summary of the gains in self-esteem
indicated for dropouts over the 1980-1982 period. It shows a significant
gain on all self-esteem items. In general these gains were consistent in
size and direction across all subpopulations with the exception of
Blacks. For most items the Blacks showed somewhat less gain than the
Whites and the larger Hispanic groups. It may be that dropping out of
school has a more critical impact on Blacks' self-esteem than other
groups. Certainly it does not help the employment prospects of Blacks
who already have a limited access to the youth labor market.

Locus of control showed generally small nonsignificant positive
changes at the item level. Similarly, there was little or no change in
values. When asked if their job was more important than schooling, a
significantly greater percentage of 1982 dropouts reported yes than they
did as sophomores.
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Table 8-35

AS WINGS STAND NON, HON FAR IN SCHOOL 00 YOU ININK YOU WILL GET?
(1BLESS INAN HIGH SCHOOL; PORADUATE DEGREE)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR INOSE WHO DROPPED OUT BY 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO DROPPED OUT

MEAN S.D.

1982 DROPOUTS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-198
DIFFERENK

FFECI
SIZE

TOTAL 1373 334677 2.61 1.0 2.40 1.0 1.0 -0.2* -0.2

SEX:
MALE 729 181849 2.59 1.0 2.41 1.0 1.0 -0.2* -0.2
FEMALE 654 imam' 2.62 1.0 2.39 1.1 1.1 -0.2* -0.2

,

MEM
LOW 569 128258 2.37 1.0 2.17 1.0 1.0 -0.2* -0.2
MIDDLE 567 143057 2.70 1.0 2.52 1.1 1.0 -0.2 -0.2
HIGH 136 39800 3.06 1.1 2.78 1.1 1.1 -0.3 -0.3

MACE:
WHITE 824 233114 2.53 1.0 2.36 1.0 1.0 -0.2* -0.2
BLACK 242 54507 2.88 1.1 2.65 1.0 1.1 -0.2 .U.2
ASIAN-AMERICAN a 965 2.97 1.1 2.71 0.8 1.1 -0.3 -0.2
AMERICAN INDIAN 24 .4971 2.35 1.0 2.07 1.2 1.1 -0.3 -0.2
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 158 21873 2.52 1.0 2.24 1.1 1.1 -0.3 -0.3
PUERTO RICAN 44 7262 2.81 1.0 2.38 0.9 1.0 -0.4 -0.4
OTHER HISPANIC 71 11607 2.90 1.1 2.37 1.0 1.1 -0.5 -0.5

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 1326 320473 2.60 1.0 2.40 1.0 1.0 -0.2* -0.2
PRIVATE 17 9668 2.79 0.8 2.78 0.9 0.9 -0.0 -0.0
CATHOLIC 30 4536 2.48 0.6 1.82 1.0 0.8 -0.7 -0.8

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 224 51960 2.63 1.1 2.44 1.2 1.2 -0.2 -0.2
NORTH CENTRAL 340 84294 2.46 0.9 2.33 1.0 1.0 -0.1 -0.1
SOUTH 555 133517 2.65 1.0 2.34 1.0 1.0 -0.3* -0.3
WEST 254 64906 2.69 1.0 2.59 1.1 1.1 -0.1 -0.1

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 734 186292 2.51 0.9 2.30 1.0 1.0 -0.2* -0.2
ACADEMIC 170 42613 3.44 1.1 2.94 1.1 1.1 -0.5* -0.5
VOCATIONAL 422 95705 2.44 0.9 2.37 1.0 1.0 -0.1 -0.1

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 389 88613 2.80 1.1 2.63 1.1 1.1 -0.2 -0.2
SUBURBAN 557 142280 2.66 1.0 2.46 1.1 1.0 -0.2 -0.2
RURAL 427 103784 2.37 0.9 2.12 1.0 0.9 -0.2* -0.3
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Table 8-36

I WILL BE DISAPPOINTED IF I DON'T GRADUATE FROM COLLEGE
(PERCENT TRUE)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE WHO DROPPEO OUT BY 1982

SAMPLE
N

WEIGHTED
N

1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO DROPPED OUT

PERCENT

1982 DROPOUTS

PERCENT

1982-19f
DIFFERENT

DIFFERENT

TOTAL 1678 410001 39.7 26.1 -13.5*

SEX:
MALE 821 208331 37.0 25.0 -12.0*
FEMALE 857 201670 42.4 27.3 -15.1*

SES:
LON 713 163593 38.6 23.8 -14.8*
MIDDLE 704 180234 38.3 25.4 -12.9*
HIGH 160 46154 48.3 39.0 -9.3

RACE:
WHITE 1049 294045 33.7 21.2 -12.5*
BLACK 261 58852 65.5 44.2 -21.2*
AS/AN-AMERICAN 12 1959 42.7 39.2 -3.5
AMERICAN INDIAN 29 5315 39.5 28.1 -11.4
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 190 27249 40.6 33.7 -6.9
PUERTO RICAN 53 8457 51.6 31.3 -20.3
OTHER HISPANIC 83 13941 47.8 32.0 -15.8

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 1613 393534 39.9 26.2 -13.7*
PRIVATE 19 9273 35.9 22.1 -13.8
CATHOLIC 46 7194 32.3 26.2 -6.1

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 300 72451 40.6 29.7 -10.9*
NORTH CENTRAL 403 98259 29.0 19.9 -9.0*
SOUTH 671 160472 43.2 25.9 -17.2*
NEST 304 78819 45.0 31.0 -14.0*

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 925 227399 33.8 21.0 -12.8*
ACADEMIC 202 53486 64.7 45.4 -19.3*
VOCATIONAL 484 114274 41.5 26.2 -15.3*

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 435 100890 50.1 35.6 -14.5*
SUBURBAN 699 170920 40.2 24.3 -15.9*
RURAL 544 138191 31.5 21.5 -10.0*
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f-Esteem Items
a

itive Attitude Toward Self...

;on of Worth...

filings As Well As Others...

isfied with Self...

times, I Think I Am Nobody

: All...

bt Have Much to Be Proud of.

;nificant difference

Table 8-37

Gains in Self-Esteem for Dropouts

Sophomores Who

Dropout 1982 Dropouts

1982-1980

Difference Effect Size

Mean S.D. Mean S.D.
*

3.18 .7 3.36 .6 .2 .3

*
3.16 .6 3.33 .6 .2 .3

3.19 .6 3.34 .6 .1 .2

*
2.90 .7 3.01 .7 .1 .1 11,3

*
Is3
c::,

2.44 .8 2.63 .8 .2 .2 1

*
3.01 .8 3.18 .8 .2 .2

-ge Numbers Indicate Positive Responses
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The picture emerges of how the 1982 dropout status differs from
the 1980 status. Changes from 1980 to 1982 in the sophomore dropout
cohort included:

o A scaling down of their long-term educational plans; yet the
typical dropout still intends to finish high school.

o A general increase in self-esteem. However the increase is less
for Blacks.

o Little or no change in their feelings towards.whether or not
they controlled their own destiny (locus of control).

o A not unexpected increase in the proportion working. The increase
is much smaller for Blacks.

o An increase in the proportion of dropouts who think their job is
more important than school.

The dropout differs from the school stayers in the following ways:

o Dropouts achieve lower grades in school as sophomores. The
typical dropouts' grades put them at approximately the 16th
percentile of the school stayers.

o As sophomores, dropouts did less homework than school stayers.

o Dropouts have lower test scores. The mean score differences are
smallest in the science area and largest in the mathematics area.
Thus, the dropouts science test scores place them at about the
28th percentile of the school stayers while their mathematics
scores place them at the 23rd percentile of the school stayers.

o Dropouts reported knowing more about everyday life skills in 1980
than school stayers, but this differential disappears by 1982.

o Dropouts are overrepresented in the lower socioeconomic class,
and among Blacks and Hispanics. They are more likely to attend
public schools in urban areas in the South or West and to report
being in the general or vocational curriculum. Among the ethnic
groups there is a proportionately greater number of Hispanic
students dropping out than Blacks.

o Dropouts tend to have lower self-esteem than do school stayers.

o Dropouts feel that they have much less control over their destiny
than school stayers.

o Dropouts are much more likely to be involved in school disciplinary
problems than are school stayers.
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o Dropouts are much more likely to spend time in dating and riding
and/or driving around in cars.

o Dropouts are much less likely to perceive themselves as athletes
or to involve themselves in athletics.

o Dropouts are much less likely to discuss experiences with parents.
Parents are less likely to know what they are doing. In general
dropouts are characterized by having less parental involvement in
both their school and nonschool affairs.
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RELATIONAL ANALYSIS

Chapters 1-8 presented a detailed analysis of what changes occurred
with respect to both student attitudes and behaviors during their last
two years of high school. A similar descriptive analysis was reported
for dropouts. The following chapters (Chapters 9-13) present the results
of an extensive relational analysis. The relational analysis goes
beyond simple description and attempts to explain why certain outcomes
occurred. A brief description of the content of each of the relational
chapters follows.

Chapter 9 is, in a sense, the "workhorse" chapter in that it attempts
to model the process through which changes occur in student attitudes,
behaviors, and tested performance. It contrasts these processes across
racial/ethnic and sex groups in an effort to see if the same things
"work" for all groups. It also presents a detailed analysis of the
effect ok dropping out of school on gains in tested achievement. Racial/
ethnic and sex group comparisons between dropouts and school stayers are
made in order to see if dropping out of school has a differential effect
on these subgroups.

Chapter 10 is entirely devoted to contrasting the tested achievement
gains of those who stayed in school with those who dropped out. This
chapter used somewhat different methodology than that used in Chapter 9
in contrasting the gains of dropouts with school stayers. While Chapter 9
used analysis of covariance to control for pre-existing differences be-
tween school stayers and dropouts, the analysis carried out in Chapter 10
used both matching and covariance procedures in estimating the differ-
ential achievement gains. There are, of course, tradeoffs in using one
or the other of these two procedures. The Chapter 10 analysis must work
with a much smaller sample size because of the nature of the matching
procedure. Conversely, the statistical matching used in Chapter 9 uses
a larger sample size and thus can also investigate the impact of dropping
out on subgroups, yet it also has the potential for yielding less precise
estimates of the effects. Fortunately, both methods yielded similar
results. In a sense, the Chapter 10 analysis can be considered to be
both a sensitivity analysis and a further validation of the robustness
of the estimates yielded in Chapter 9.

Chapter 11 is a school-level analysis. Between-school variation
in tested achievement gains is examined using descriptors of school
processes. School processes are identified that seem to contribute the
most to between-school variation in achievement gains, and then selected
subgroups of students are identified who may differ on their relative
access to these criti-al school processes.

While Chapters 9 and 10 were primarily individual-level analysis
and Chapter 11 was almost exclusively a school-level analysis, Chapter 12
is a multi-level analysis. Chapter 12 uses an empirical Bayes procedure
to determine the relationship between student inputs and outputs within
a school. It then relates school descriptors to these within-schdol
parameters.
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both an executive summary statement, as well as
on the combined results of both the descriptive
In addition, Chapter 13 contrasts the findings

of the cross-sectional analysis.
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Chapter 9

HS&B LONGITUDINAL PATH ANALYSIS

This chapter estimates and tests a pair of path models relating demo-
graphics, family educational support behavior, and student school behaviors
to: (1) gains in tested achievement, and (2) students' decision to stay in
school. The first model (Model I) is based on the within-school popula-
tion. Its primary goal is to estimate the effect of relatively manipulable
student school behaviors on sophomore to senior gains in tested achievement
independent of demographic and sophomore achievement inputs. The second
model (Model II) is based on both in-school students (school stayers) and
dropouts. It attempts to trace the "causal chain" that leads to the
decision to drop out of school.

Both the in-school model and the stayer vs. dropout model contrast
Whites with Blacks, and Whites with Mexican-Americans and Puerto Ricans
(hereafter referred to as Hispanics) with respect to possible level differ-
ences in their home educational support system, school study behavior, and
school deportment.

In addition to contrasting level or mean differences between Whites
and Blacks, and Whites and Hispanics with respect to their school behavior,
both path models (Models I and II) were also run separately within racial
group. The comparison of the within-group path coefficients deals with
the question of whether the educational process works the same way for
ethnic groups, as well as for the White majority group.

An additional analysis was carried out to estimate the value added
in terms of gains in achievement that accrued from: (1) staying in
school in the general program vs. dropping out, (2) staying in school in
the vocational program vs. dropping out, and (3) staying in school in the
academic program vs. dropping out. This analysis was also run by racial
and sex groups. Similar contrasts were carried out with respect to changes
in occupational and educational aspirations.

Figures 9-1 and 9-2 present a pictorial representation of the hypothe-
sized path models underlying achievement for the in-school population and
the total population (stayer plus dropout), respectively.

These Model I and Model II analyses are primarily individual-level
analyses. Multi-level commonality, analyses that include both school-level
and individual-level variables in the same analysis will be reported in
Chapter 11. The possible causal hierarchy among student school behaviors
and policy-sensitive school practices and behaviors are not sufficiently
well-understood to support a traditional path analysis approach.
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Inspection of Figures 9-1 and 9-2 indicates that the assumed causal
structures lead to an analysis of the following hierarchy of questions
both within and across ethnic groups.

o How do the students' family backgrounds and demograph characteris-
tics affect: (1) the level of the family educational support system,
(2) attitude toward self-determination (locus of control), (3)
base-year tested achievement, (4) choice of school sector, (5)
involvement in the academic process, (6) involvement in the social
process, (7) decision to remain in school (Model II), and (8) gains
in achievement (Model I).

o What are the most influential components within the students' family
educational support systems with respect to: (1) attitudes toward
self-determination, (2) base-year tested achievement, (3) selection
of a school in the public or private sector, (4) involvement in the
academic process, (5) involvement in the social process, (6) decision
to stay in or drop out of school (Model II), and (7) gains in
achievement (Model I).

o How and to what extent do the students' attitudes toward self-
determination (locus of control) affect: (1) choice of the public
or private school sector, (2) involvement in the academic process,
(3) involvement in the social process, (4) the decision to stay in
or drop out of school (Model II), and (5) gains in achievement
(Model I).

o To what extent does base-year achievement as measured by pre-test
scores affect: (1) selection into a public or private school,
(2) involvement in the educational process, (3) involvement in
the social process, (4) decision to stay in or drop out of school
(Model I), and (5) gains in achievement (Model II).

o How does involvement in the social process affect: (1) involve-
ment in the educational process, (2) decision to stay in or drop out
of school (Model II), and (3) gains in achievement (Model I).

o How does involvement in the educational process affect: (1) the
decision to stay in or drop out of school (Model I), and (2) gains
in achievement (Model II).

The results of both Model I and Model II will be presented and dis-
cussed together where the hypothetical causal relationships are parallel.
Where the models diverge and there is a different set of educational
processes, social behaviors, and outcomes, separate discussions will be
included. Tables will be presented for each intermediate dependent variable
(e.g., mother's aspirations, study aids in the home, etc.) and of course
the final dependent variables--achievement score gains and decision to
stay in school. Both raw and standard score regression weights will be
presented in each table. Astirisks will appear alongside those raw
score regression weights whose ratios to their standard errors are equal
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to or greater than 4. The panel design effect (DEFT) is approximately
2, so the requirement of a significance level based on a "t" ratio of 4
is reasonably conservative for the total sample and even more conservative
for most of the subpopulation analyses. The ethnic group comparisons
shown in the first column of each table contrast Whites with Blacks and
Hispanics with Blacks.

A. DETERMINANTS OF ACHIEVEMENT FOR IN-SCHOOL STUDENTS

1. Determinants of the Family Educational Support System

Table 9-1 presents the direct effects of the demographic variables on
mother's educational aspirations for the Model I in-school sample. Where
the structural models are the same, only the table for the within-school
model will be presented.

Inspection of the significant partial regression weights indicates
that when controlling for other background characteristics, Black mothers
have significantly higher educational aspirations for their children.
Although less pronounced, the Hispanic mothers exhibited a similar posi-
tive level increment in educational aspirations for their children
compared to Whites.

Within racial groups, as well as the "total" group, SES has by far the
largest effect on a mother's educational aspirations for her child. Its

relative effect, however, differs by racial/ethnic group. SES has a
considerably stronger relationship with a mother's educational aspirations
for her child (MEDASP) for Whites than it does for either Blacks or Hispan-
ics. That is, a band of two standard errors on the White coefficient does
not overlap with a similar band for either Blacks or Hispanics. Somewhat
surprising is the fact that White mothers from the non-South regions tend
to have lower MEDASP's than their counterparts in the South when control-
ling for the other demographics.

It is also interesting to note that, for White mothers, there is no
difference between MEDASP for a son or daughter and there are considerably
higher expectations for a daughter rather than a son for Black and
Hispanic mthers. It would appear that while SES is the primary driving
force behind MEDASP for all mothers regardless of race, the sex of the
child and rural/urban contrasts also contribute to Black and Hispanic
mothers' aspirations for their children's education.

Table 9-2 shows that White students are somewhat more likely to have
more educational aids in the home than Blacks and Hispanics. SES is by far
the strongest predictor of the presence of educational aids in all racial/
ethnic groups. A mother's educational aspirations for her child are also
significantly and positively related to the number of educational aids in
the home for Whites and Blacks.

Table 9-3 shows the direct effects of the hypothesized explanatory
variables on parental role in selection of curriculum. There is no race/

353



Table 9-1

DIRECT EFFECTS OF EXPLANATORY VAPIABLFS 01

MOTHER'S EDUCATIUMAL ASPIRATION FOR STUDENT
11*LESS THAN HIGH smolt.; 5*GRA0U4TF/PROFESSIDNAL SCHOOLI

BY TOTAL GkU0P ANJ ETHNIC SUBGROUPS

TOTAL

..0.4501*

RAW REGRESION WEIGHT

4011TE BLACK
MEXICAN+
P RICAN TOTAL

-.0.1736*

STAWARDI/ED 1FGRT5SI1I4 4F1GH1

*HITE BLACK
RFXICAN+
0 RICAN

4NIC -0.2241* -0.0431*

...0.0551* 4.0121 0.2532* ...0.7603* 0.1777* -0.0061 -0.1261* -0.1156*

ST 0.5761* 0.6066* 0.4007* 0.4540* 0.4154* 04704* 0.7(117* 0.7709*

:04 ...04713* .0.1014* 0.0770 0.1753 -0.0337* -0.0447* 0.0343 0.0764

$08 0.0864* 0.0609 0.2023* 0.2750* 0.0412* 0.0247 3.0117g* 0.1091*

Of -0.0970 -0.0989* ..0.01129 -.0.0385 -.0.0377* -0.0141* -0.0403 -0.010

1PLE R 0.4078 0.4230 0.3385 0.3363

ILES WHOSE ASSOCIATEU RAw WEIBHTS ARE AT LEAST FOUR TIMES THEN STANDARD ERRORS
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Table 9-2

DIRECT EFFECTS OF EXPLANATORY VARIABLES ON

NUMBER OF STUDY A1OS IN THE HOME
(PLACE FOR STUDY, OAILY NEWPSPAPER, REFERENCE BOOKS, TYPEWRITER, mus, CALCULATOR)

BY TOTAL GROUP ANO ETHNIC SUBGROUPS

TOTAL

0.1973*

.q1.0518

80 REGRESSION WEIGHT

WHITE BLACK
MEXICAN+
P RICAN TOTAL

0.0587*

-0.0086

STANO4RDIZED RFGRISSION 4FIGH1

WHITE BLACK
MEXICAN+
P RICAN

-0.0507 -.0.0377 -0.1729 -0.1107 -0.0197 .q1.0160 -.0.0554 -..0.0351

0.9321* 0.8559* 1.2554* 1.5075* 0.5187* 0.4938* 0.5681* 0.6411*

0.1441* 0.1266* 0.1966 -0.0602 0.0525* 0.0478* 0.0601 -0.0187

0.0454 0.0162 0.2372 0.2138 0.0167 0.0066 0.0663 0.0605 1

(.4)

0.2359* 0.2605* 0.1246 0.2215 0.0693* 0.0745* 0.0395 0.0585 la
PA
I

0.0513* 0.0480* 0.1067* 0.0489 0.0396* 0.0399* 0.0687* 0.0349

R 0.5874 0.5323 0.6372 0.6643

WHOSE ASSUCIATEO RAW kEIGHTS ARE AT LEAST FOUR TIMES THEIR STANDARO ERRORS
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Table 9-3

DIRECT EFFECTS UF EXPLANATORY VARIABLES 'IN

PARENTS' ROLE IN PLANNING HIGH SCHOOL PROGRAM IMEAN OF FATHER AND MOTHER)
IluNDT AT ALL; 3AA GREAT DEALI

BY TOTAL GROUP AND ETHNIC SUBGROUPS

TOTAL

-0.0098

-0.0205

RAW REGRESSION WEIGHT

WHITE BLACK
MEXICAN+
P RICAN TOTAL

-0.0065

-0.0076

STANDARMZED REGRESSION WEIGHT

WHITE BLACK
MEXICAN+
P RICAN

-0.0649* -0.0670* -0.0535 -0.0802 -0.0566* -0.0594* -0.0441 -0.0662

0.1318* 0.1309* 0.1456* 0.1467* 0.1646* 0.1576* 0.1692* 0.1627*

0.0165 0.0205 -0.0112 0.0244 0.0135 0.0162 -0.0088 0.0198

0.0453* 0.0452* 0.0340 0.0925 0.0374* 0.030* 0.0250 0.0682

0.1778* 0.1959* 0.1256* 0.1536* 0.1172* 0.1170* 0.1023* 0.1058*

0.0814* 0.0853* 0.0515* 0.0853* 0.1411* 0.1482* 0.0851* 0.15a5*

0.3038 0.3053 0.2556 0.3100

WHOSE ASSOCIATED RAW WEIGHTS ARE AT LEAST FOUR TIMES THEIR STAN0ARD ERRORS
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ethnicity effect on parental involvement in choice of curriculum. The
important direct effects are relatively the same across all racial/ethnic
groups. That is, SES, mother's educational aspirations, and the presence
of an intact family all contribute positively to parental involvement in
choice of curriculum.

Table 9-4 shows that White students are significantly more likely than
Blacks to have non-school learning experiences. However, Whites and His-
panics show essentially the same level of involvement in non-school learning
activities. Socioeconomic status, a mother's educational aspirations
for her child, and living outside the South are the principal explanatory
variables for ncn-school-related learning. White and Black males are less
likely than their female counterparts to have non-school-related learning
experiences. Hispanics, however, show no sex effect on non-school learning
experielces.

It is clear, for all groups, that the mother's educational aspirations
for her child are apparently translated into behaviors that should encourage
the child to perform well in school. The interesting difference among the
racial/ethnic groups is that one of the primary foundations of the family
educational support system, the mother's educational aspirations, tends to be
sex-linked with higher expectations for females among Blacks and Hispanics.
One other critical racial/ethnic difference is that, other things being equal,
White families are more likely to have educational aids in the home and their
children are more likely to be involved in non-school-related learning
activities.

2. Determinants of Locus of Control

Bast. year locus of control can be conceived of as a motivational atti-
tude. That is, suer a theory would argue that students who feel that striving
e d hard work do "make a difference" are more likely to set goals and to persist

attempts to achieve them. Conversely, students who feel that there is
lLttle that `hey can do to change their lives will not be motivceed to achieve.

Table 9-5 shows the direct effects of the hypothesized explanatory
,driables on locus of control. Not surprisingly, base year locus of control
is not well-predicted by the model, as indicated by the multiple correlation
at the bottom of the table. Also not surprisingly, most of the prediction
of locus of control can be explained by the constellation of family educa-
tional support variables. That is, the mother's educational aspirations,
parental role in curriculum selection, and non-school-related learning all
have significant effects on locus of control for one or more of the racirtl/
ethnic groups. Similarly, family SES has a positive effect on locus of
control. Somewhat less encouraging is the fact that both Blacks and
Hispanics are less likely than Whites to feel that hey are in control of
what happens to them.

r
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Table 9-4

OIRECT EFFECTS OF EXPLANATORY VARIABLES ON

NUMBER OF NOW-SCHOOL LEARNING EXPERIENCES
(MUSIC LESSONS. OUT OF STATE TRAVEL, OANCE LESSONS, MUSEUM. TRAVEL OUTSIDE U.S./

BY TOTAL GROUP ANO ETHNIC SUBGROUPS

TOTAL

0.3100*

0.3035*

RAW REGRESSION AEIGHT

WHITE bLACK
MEXICAN+
P RICAN TOTAL

0.10680

0.0582*

STANOARDIZEO REGRESSION WEIGHT

WHITE BLACK
MEXICANA
P RICAN

.0.4154* -0.4621* -0.2731* -0.0161 ...0.18720 -0.2168* .0.1135* -0.0067

0.4558* 0.4664* 0.4530* 0.2895* 0.2940* 0.2975* 0.2657* 0.16104

0.2776* 0.2619* 0.3026* 0.2406 0.1173* 0.1092* 0.1204* 0.0977

04289* 0.0834* 0.4005* 0.2983* 0.05490 0.0375* 0.1450* 0.1103*
1

-0.0008 -0.0174 0.0266 0.0953 ...0.0003 -0.0055 0.0109 0.3329 LI
4A.

I

0.1887* 0.1876* 0.1825* 0.1931* 0.16880 0.1726* 0.1523* 0.1800*

0.4891 0.4727 0.4728 0.3430

WHOSE ASSOCIATE0 RAW WEIGHTS ARE AT LEAST FOUR TIMES THEIR STANDARD ERRORS
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T6ble 9-5
DIRECT EFFECTS OF EXPLANATORY YARIABLES ON

LOCUS OF CONTROL. BASE YEAR
IAVERAGE OF BASE YEAR OUESTIONS

1=LOW: 4=HIGH1

BY TOTAL GROUP AND ETHNIC SUBGROUPS'

41C

TOTAL

0.0661*

-0.0365

RAW REGRESSION WEIGHT

WHITE BLACK
MEXICAN+
P RICAN TOTAL

0.06461

-0.0119

STANOAROITED REGRrSSIUN WEIGHT

WHITE BLACK
MEiICAN+
P RICAN

-0.0169 -0.0144 -0.0418 -0.018° -0.02I7 -0.0190 -0.0476 -0.0237
r 0.0317* 0.0379* 0.0056 0.0031 0.0562* 0.06814 0.0091) 0.0053
.w 0.0315* 0.0279* 0.0463 0.0320 0.0378* 0.0328* 0.0506 0.0394
IB 0.0027 -0.0060 0.0422 0.0518 0.0033 -0.0075 0.0419 0.0580

I-0.0067 -0.0161 0.0142 0.0402 -0.0065 -0.0143 o.m60 0.0421 to
La

ISP 0.0570* 0.05616 0.0543* 0.0554* 0.1452* 0.1455* 0.1242* 0.1564* In
ID 0.0091 0.0083 0.0128 0.0116 0.0300 0.0256 0.0456 0.0699
ILE 0.0732* 0.0842* 0.0280 0.0237 0.1076* 0.1257* 0.0387 0.0360
HL 0.0296* 0.0247* 0.0577* 0.0153 0.0841* 0.0645* 0.1553* 0.0463

LE R 0.3146 0.2965 0.3104 0.2543

ES WHOSE ASSOCIATED RAW WEIGHTS ARE AT LEAST FOUR TIMES THEIR STANDARD ERRORS
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3. Determinants of Base Year Tested Achievement

Tables 9-6 to 9-10 show the relative effects of the hypothesized explana-
tory variables on base year achievement. All five tested areas--vocabulary,

reading, mathematics, science, and writing--will be discussed together.

Other things being equal, Whites score higher than Hispanics in all five

tested areas. The White advantage is still greater when they (Whites) are

compared to Blacks. In terms of standard deviation units in the within-
school sample, the White positive differential with respect to Hispanics
ranged from .5 of a standard deviation for reading to .63 of a standard
deviation in science. Similarly, the White/Black differential ranged from
.58 of a standard deviation in reading to .86 of a standard deviation in

science. It is encouraging, however, to note that a mother's educational
aspirations for her child had a significant positive regression coefficient
for all racial/ethnic groups. The constellation of family educational

supports as translated into actions such as non-school-related learning and

parental role frequently had significant positive regression coefficients
across tests and racial/ethnic groups. With the exception of the writing

tests, the males tended to have significantly higher pretest scores than
females for almost all subgroups.

It is interesting to note that other things being equal, students who
are not from the South tend to do better on all the tests.

4. Determinants of the Selection into the Public or Catholic Sector

Table 9-11 shows the hypothesized determinants of selection into a

public or Catholic school. Prediction of the public/Catholic sector dichot-

omy is relatively low. This result is partly due to the use of ordinary
least squares (OLS) to predict a dichotomous dependent variable with a

relatively extreme split. The use of logistic regression would be more
appropriate here, but its use isn't operationally feasible in large
samples with missing data. Inspection of the partial regression weights
suggests that pretest vocabulary, SES, and to a lesser extent the mother's

educational aspirations for her child are positively related to going to
Catholic school. Both region and community type were also related to

atteadance at Catholic schools. Students from rural communities in the
South are less likely to attend Catholic schools. Vocabulary scores -!

the only test score used as a proxy for ability here since it was felt
that the sophomore vocabulary score would be less affected by the
freshman year of schooling than the other measures.

5. .Determinants of the Selection into the Academic Curriculum

Table 9-12 shows the pretest regression weights associated with the
hypothesizing determinants of curriculum choice. Regardless of racial/

ethnic groups, students were more likely to be in the academic curriculum

in their sophomore year if they: (1) had a high base-year vocabulary
score, (2) attended a Catholic high school, and (3) came from a high SES

family and/or the mother had high educational aspirations for her child.
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Table 9-6-

DIRECT EFFECTS OF EXPLANATORY VARIABLES ON

VOCABULARY PRETEST IRT SCORE

BY TOTAL GROUP AND ETHNIC SUBGROUPS

TOTAL

4.1993*

RAN REGRESSION WEIGHT

WHITE BLACK
MEXICAN+
P RICAN TOTAL

0.30780

STANDARDIZED AFGRESSI0N WEIGHT

wHI1E BLACK
MEXICAN+
P RICAN

AIC 1.0871*
0.0443*

0.5439* 0.4370* 0.9936* 1.3586* 0.0521* 0.044t* 0.1116* 0.14117*
N 1.1361* 1.2341* 0.3806 0.8609* 0.1559* 0.1711* 0.0603 0.1762*
+w 0.8803* 0.4401* 0.8957* 1.8760* 0.0791* 0.0762* 0.0963* 0.7007*
118 0.0737 0.0699 -0.0828 0.5877 0.0067 0.0068 -0.0081 0.0573

IV 0.0015 -0.0406 0.1451 0.3099 0.0001 -0.0028 0.0161 0.0287 LI
..1ASP 1.2131* 1.2443* 0.8835* 1.0464* 0.2309* 0.2490* 0.1997* 0.2570* I

AID 0.1383* 0.1769* 0.2591 0.0806 0.0341* 0.0475* (1.04o7 0.0778
OLE 0.2131 0.3082* -0.2687 -0.2648 0.0234 0.0355* -0.0366 -0.0150

CHL 0.6121* 0.6380* 0.5680* 0.2864 0.1302* 0.1387* 0.1535* 0.0755

PLE R 0.5692 0.4730 0.3994 0.4665

LES WHOSE ASSOCIATED RAW WEIGHTS ARE AT LEAST FCUR TIMES THEIR STAWARO FRRORS
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Table 9-7

DIRECT EFFECTS OF EXPLANATORY VARIABLES ON

READING PRETEST IRT SCORE

BY TOTAL GROUP AND ETHNIC SUBGROUPS

1

MEC

RAW REGRESSION WEIGHT

WHITE BLACK

MEXICAN+
P RICAN TOTAL

0.2232*

0.0162

STANDAROIZEO REGRESSION WEIGHT

WHITE BLACK
MEXICAN+
P RICANTOTAL

2.7885*

0.3629

0.3438* 0.2816 00466 0.6591 0.0360* 0.0306 0.0692 0.0874

M 0.7963* 0.9194* -0.0464 0.3491 0.1193* 0.1330* -0.0081 0.0581

4.11 0.4637* 0.4962* 0.., 0.6619 0.0455* 0.0469* 0.0439 0.0911

1111 -0.2052 -0.2196 -0.3293 0.3514 -0.0703 -0.0224 -0.0161 0.0197

.Y 0.2421 0.2321 0.2828 0.3391 0.0111 0.0167 0.0354 0.0354
1

to
to

ASP 1.1101* 1.2303* 0.6953* 1.0268* 0.2432* 0.2567* 0.1768* 0.2887* gr

PAID 0.0690 0.0141 0.3082* 0.0889 0.0186 0.0186 0.1717* 0.0351

IOU 0.2199 0.3490* -0.3511 -0.4886 0.0264 0.0419* -0.0549 -0.0739

ICHL 0.5192* 0.4996* 0.6108* 0.4738* 0.1206* 0.1131* 0.1861* 0.1410*

IPLE R 0.4815 0.4170 0.3505 0.4132

ILES WHOSE ASSOCIATE0 RAW WEIGHTS ARE AT LEAST FOUR TIMES THEIR STANDARD ERRORS
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Table 9-8
DIRECT EFFECTS OF EXPLANATORY VARIABLES ON

MATHEMATICS PRETEST IRT SCORE

BY TOTAL GROUP AND ETHNIC SUBGROUPS

RAw REGRESSION WEIGHT
STANDAR017ED PEGRESS1oN WEIGHT

MEXICAN+
MIIICAN+TOTAL WHITE BLACK P RICAN TOTAL WHITE BLACK P RICAN

6.7806*
0.2650*

1.3649*
0.0297*

1.050* 1.1182* 0.4974 1.3266 0.05370 0.0585* 0.0341 0.0848

2.0212* 2.3124* 0.2044 0.7238 0.1479* 0.1646* 0.0199 0.0622

1.9473* 2.3350* 0.7001 1.1451 0.0933* 0.1087* 0.0462 0.0718

-0.0498 0.0054 -0.5943 1.1833 -0.0024 0.0003 -0.0357 0.0676

0.7125* 0.6320 1.0051 0.8648 0.0275* 0.0223 0.0686 0.0462

2.4646* 2.5908* 1.5801* 1.6773* 0.2501* 0.2660* 0.2189* 0.2415*

0.0023 0.0737 0.2290 0.2231 0.0003 0.0091 0.0493 0.0451

0.6104* 0.8000* -0.3722 -0.2158 0.03570 0.0473* -0.0112 -0.0167

1.0050* 1.02240 1.0306* 0.9034* 0.1140* 0.1141* 0.1710* 0.1396*

0.5390 0.4657 0.3522 0.3950

S WHOSE ASSOCIATED RAW WEIGHTS ARE AT LEAST FOUR TIMES THEIR STANDARD ERRORS
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Table 9-9
DIRECT EFFECTS OF EXPLANATORY VARIABLES 3N

SCIENCE PRETEST IRT SCORE

BY TOTAL GROUP AND ETHNIC SUBGROUPS

IIC

TOTAL

3.8767*

0.8864*

RAN REGRESSION WEIGHT

WHITE BLACK

MEXICAN+
P RICAN TOTAL

0.3301*

0.0420*

STANDARDIZED REGRFSSION WEIGHT

WHITE BLACK

MEXICAN+
P RICAN

1.4545* 1.4160* 1.5275* 1.9535* 0.16190 0.1702* 0.1967* 0.7348*

r 0.6923* 0.8232* -0.1283 0.5774 0.11030 0.1345* -0.0233 0.0991

14 0.7333* 0.7796* 0.4021 1.0539* 0.0766* 0.0833* 0.0496 0.1243*

JB -3.2822* -0.3265* -0.1966 0.2509 -0.02970 -0.0376* -0.0220 0.0270 1

La

V 0.3661* 0.3636 0.4525 0.2059 0.0308* 0.0295 0.0576 0.0707 8
I

ASP 0.9225* 0.9250* 0.7103* 0.8377* 0.2039* 0.2181* 0.1936* 0.2268*

AID 0.0489 0.0324 0.3113* 0.0935 0.0140 0.0092 0.1750* 0.0155

DLE 0.1471 0.2496* -0.3362 -0.2904 0.0188 0.0339* -0.0525 -0.0471

CHL 0.5471* 0.5275* 0.6016* 0.5871* 0.1352* 0.1352* 0.1863* 0.1705*

PLE R 0.5538 0.4275 0.3922 0.4660

LES WHOSE ASSOCIATED RAW WEIGHTS ARE AT LEAST FOUR TIMES THEIR STANDARD ERRORS
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Table 9-10

DIRECT EFFECTS OF EXPLANATORY VARIABLEs ON

WRITING PRETEST IRT SCORE

BY TOTAL GRuUP AND ETHNIC 'AMIGROUPS

TOTAL

3.3407*

0.6490

RAW REGRESSION WEIGHT

WHITE BLACK
MEXICAN+
P RICAN TOTAL

0.2577*

0.0278

STANDARDIZFO REGRFSSION iFIGHT

WHITE BLACK
MEXICAN+
P RICAN

-2.1652* -2.2832* -1.6012* -1.5466* -0.2184* -0.2412* -0.1724* -0.1640*
0.6589* 0.8116* -0.2478 0.3174 0.0951* 0.1165* -0.0377 0.0452
0.3365* 0.4492* -0.2544 0.6459 0.0318* 0.0422* -0.0262 0.0677
-0.0771 -0.1084 -0.2163 0.6683 -0.0074 -0.0110 -0.0203 0.0633
0.3251 0.3026 0.3224 0.8680 0.0248 0.0216 0.0343 0.0769
1.1580* 1.1732* 0.9096* 1.0467* 0.2319* 0.2431* 0.1967* 0.2500*
0.1139* 0.1427* 0.5480* 0.2487 0.0451* 0.0355* 0.1840* 0.0834
0.1533 0.2815* -0.3467 -0.6997 0.0177 0.0336* -0.045i -0.0899
0.4901* 0.4763* 0.4635* 0.5109* 0.1097* 0.1072* 0.1201* 0.1309*

0.5306 0.4712 0.3918 0.4327

WHOSE ASSOCIATED RAW HEIGHTS ARE AT LEAST FOUR TIMES THEIR STANDARD ERRORS
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Table 9-11

DIRECT EFFECTS OF EXPLANATORY VARIABLES CN

SCHOOL TYPE
112PUBLIC; 02CATHOLIC: PRIVATEm8LANK1

BY TOTAL GROUP AND ETHNIC SUBGROUPS

RAW REGRESSION WEIGHT STANDARDIZED REGRESSION WEIG4

IC

TOTAL

-0.0198

-0.0309

WHITE BLACK

MEXICAN+
P RICAN TOTAL

-0.0296

-0.0257,

WHITE BLACK
MEXICAN+
P RICAN

0.0188* 0.0216* 0.0073 0.0242 0.0366* 0.0403" 0.0222 0.0513

-0.0196* -0.0193* -0.0183 -0.0382 -0.0548* -0.0489* -0.0791 -0.1087

M -0.0344* -0.0376* -0.0373* -0.0039 -0.0631* -0.0623* -0.1091* -0.0081

B -0.0500* -0.0555* -0.0041 -0.0548* -0.0924* -0.0989* -0.0108 -0.1036*
I

to

-0.0040 -0.0028 -0.0006 -0.0231 -0.0059 -0.0035 -0.0018 -0.0408 it

I

SP -0.0152* -0.0184* -0.0004 -0.0109 -0.0589* -0.0674* -0.0022 -0.0520

10 -0.0041 -0.0053 -0.0014 -0.0018 -0.0204 -0.u233 -0.0132 -0.0122

LE 0.0029 0.0035 0.0006 0.0047 0.0065 0.0074 0.0070 0.0121

HL 0.0045 0.0060 -0.0008 -0.0070 0.0193 0.0239 -0.0056 -0.0358

B 0.0038 0.0058 -0.0113 0.0090 0.0058 0.0081 -0.u304 0.0151

C -0.0030* -0.0027* -0.0032 -0.0069* -0.0609* -0.0488* -0.0874 -0.1316*

LE R 0.2008 0.1899 0.2163 0.2776

ES WHOSE ASSOCIATED RAW WEIGHTS AkE AT LEAST FOUR TIMES THEIR STANDARD ERRORS
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Tab le 9- 12

DIRECT EFFECTS OF EXPLANATORY Viv.TABLES UN

BASE YEAR CURRICULUM
(1=ACA0ERIC: 0=GENERAL OR VOCATIONAL)

BY TOTAL GROUP ANO ETHNIC SUBGROUPS

RAW REGRESSION WEIGHT
STANDAROTUD REGRFSSION WEIGHT

MEXICAN+
MEXICAN+TOTAL WHITE BLACK P RICAN TOTAL wHITF BLACK P RICAN

-0.0638*
-0.05050

IC -0.0448 -0.0197

-0.0414* -0.0449* -0.0258 -0.0166 -0.0429* -0.0461* -0.0280 -0.0193

0.0366* 0.0352* 0.0351 -0.0195 0.05430 0.0492* 0.0539 -0.0306

1 0.0026 0.0116 -0.0160 -0.0333 0.0025 0.0125 -0.0166 -0.0382

0.0244 0.0352* -0.0257 -0.0432 0.0239 0.0346* -0.0243 -0.0451

-0.0086 -0.0094 0.0027 -0.0666 -0.0067 -0.0065 0.0029 -0.0649

0.0902* 0.0980* 0.0591* 0.0674* 0.1855* 0.1973* 0.1287* 0.1770*

D 0.0068 0.0110 0.0068 0.0029 0.0181 0.0267 0.0733 0.0108

E 0.0584* 0.0676* 0.0114 0.0296 0.0693* 0.0784* 0.0150 0.0419

L 0.0121 0.0154* -0.0014 0.0085 0.0278 0.0337* -0.0036 0.0241

a 0.0648* 0.0678* 0.0444 0.1088* 0.0523* 0.0527* 0.0423 0.1012*

0.0222* 0.0216* 0.0265* 0.0134* 0.2400* 0.2173* 0.2564* 0.1438*

-0.1529* -0.1415* 4.2498* -0.2489* -0.0811* -0.0780* -0.0888* -0.1373*

E R 0.4575 0.4704 0.3834 0.3616

S WHOSE ASSOCIATED RAW WEIGHTS ARE AT LEAST FOUR TIMES TMEIR STANDARD ERRORS
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Other things being equal, Blacks were more likely to be in the academic
curriculum than were Whites. Whites and Mexican-Americans had about
equal probabilities with respect to being in the academic curriculum.
Among Whites, females were more likely than males to be in the academic
curriculum.

There is a significant effect of parental role on being in the aca-
demic curriculum for the total samples and the White subpopulation. This
suggests that in those instances in White families where the parents are
involved in curriculum selection, there is a greater likelihood that the
child will be in the academic curriculum.

Students who tend to have high scores on locus of control (i.e.,
feel that they can control their lives) are more likely to be in the
academic curriculum. This finding is consistent with the previously
discussed notion of locus of control as a motivational proxy.

6. Determinants of Student Disciplinary Problems

Tables 9-13 and 9-13A present the results for the explanatory variables
on the number of disciplinary problems a student may have in school. At
this point, Model I and Model II diverge with Model II using base year
disciplinary problems and Model I using the average of the responses from
both base year and follow-up. Ln Model II only base year discipline
problems were used since one of the primary outcomes (in Model II) was
the decision to stay in school or drop out after the sophomore year.

Apparently there are few differences between Blacks and Whites and
Hispanics and Whites with respect to self-reported levels of disciplinary
infractions. This is true for both the in-school sample and the total
sample which includes dropouts.

For almost all groups students with behavioral problems could be
described as higher SES males reporting little control over their lives
and coming from a family characterized by a mother with low educational
aspirations for her child and living in the Northeast, or North Central, or
West. Socioeconomic status (SES), locus of control, mother's educational
aspirations, and being from the South had a significantly stronvr
relationship with disciplinary problems for Hispanics than for Whites.
Other things being equal, public school students seem to have more disciplin-
ary problems than Catholic school students. Base year vocabulary achievement
is also significantly negatively related to behavioral problems. With the
exception of non-school-related learning, the family educational support
measures were related to the amount of disciplinary problems. Discipline may
well begin in the home. Since the two models diverge at this point, the
following discussions address Model I and Model II results separately.

7. Determinants of Number of Carnegie Course Units Completed in Non-Remedial
Mathematics, Science, and Foreign Languages (Model I, In-School Model)

Model I investigated the determinants for each course content area sepa-
rately. A different base year test score is used in the regression for each

380
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Tal)le 9-13

OIRECT EFFECTS UF EXPLANATORY VARIABLES ON

OISCIPLINE PROBLEMS, BASE YEAR ANO FOLLowUP
(AVERAGE OF OISC. PROBLEMS IN SCHOOL, SUSPENOE0. CUT CLASS, TROUBLE WITH THE LAW: 0=NO: 1=YESI

BY TOTAL GROUP ANO ETHNIC SUBGROUPS

C

RAW REGRESSION MEIGHT

BLACK
MEXICAN+
P RICAN TuTAL

-0.0136

0.0011

STANOARDIZED REGRESSIM WEIGHT

WHITE BLACK
MEXICAN+
P RICAN

TOTAL

-0.0066

0.0010

WHITE

0.0o21* 0.0616* 0.0611* 0.0622* 0.1688* 0.1695* 0.1586* 0.1592*

0.0208* 0.0195* 0.0132 0.0525* 0.0811* 0.0728* 0.0485 0.1806*

I 0.0201* 0.0147* 0.0460* 0.0465* 0.0511* 0.0358* 0.1147* 0.1166*

0.0156* 0.0158* 0.0251 -0.0102 0.0401* 0.0416* 0.0567 -0.0233
(II

-0.0200* -0.0199* -0.0130 -0.0403 -0.0411* -0.0369* -0.0335 -0.0861 &
I

43 -0.0109* -0.0086* -0.0187* -0.0271* -0.0586* -0.0465* -0.0977* -0.1563*

D -0.0063* -0.0054 -0.0073 -0.0147 -0.0439* -0.0347 -0.0588 -0.1189

E -0.0248* -0.0271* -0.0204 -0.0079 -0.0773* -0.0843* -0.0642 -0.0243

L 0.0043 0.0039 0.0041 0.0110 0.0262 0.0226 0.0258 0.0679

a -0.0395* -0.0338* -0.0485* -0.0923* -0.0837* -0.0703*. -0.1106* -0.1883*

-0.0043* -0.0043* -0.0052* -0.0n41 -0.1229* -0.1163* -0.1206* -0.0952

0.0454* 0.0461* 0.0654 -0.0001 0.0631* 0.0680* 0.0556 -0.0011

E R 0.2900 0.2783 0.3231 0.3906

S WHOSE ASSOCIATED RAW WEIGHTS ARE AT LEAST FOUR TIMES THEIR STANOARO ERRORS
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Table 9-13a

DIRECT EFFECTS OF EXPLANATORY VARIABLES ON

OISCIPLINE PROBLEMS, BASE YEAR
(AVERAGE OF OISC. PROBLEMS IN SCHOOL, SUSPENDEO. CUT CLASS. TROUBLE WITH THE LAW: 0=NO: 1=YES)

BY TOTAL GROUP AND ETHNIC SUBGROUPS

E

ANIC

RAW REGRESSION WEIGHT STANDARDIZED REGRESSION WEIGHT

TOTAL

-0.0129

0.0133

WHITE BLACK
MEXICAN+
P RICAN TOTAL

-0.0218

0.0129

WHITE BLACK
MEXICAN*
P RICAN

0.0625* 0.0620* 0.0744* 0.0414 0.1344* 0.1360* 0.1527* 0.0818

BY 0.0168* 0.0136* 0.0079 0.0896* 0.0525* 0.0413* 0.0228 0.2386*

C+w 0.0238* 0.0165* 0.0706* 0.0418 0.0485* 0.0327* 0.1400* 0.0803

SUB 0.0262* 0.0279* 0.0159 0.0013 0.0535* 0.0589* 0.0283 0.0023

LY -0.0250* -0.0260* -0.0118 -0.0468 -0.0426* -0.0406* -0.0240 -0.0818

ASP -0.0200* -0.0186* -0.0238* -0.0340* -0.0891* -0.0834* -0.1014*
I

-0.1520*w
4%
ch

YAIO -0.0062* -0.0066 -0.0021 -0.0190 -0.0361* -0.0358 -0.0137 -0.1180 I

ROLE -0.0413* -0.0404* -0.0507* -0.0312 -0.1039* -0.1021* -0.1286* -0.0748

UHL 0.0075* 0.0072 0.0069 0.0138 0.0358* 0.0336 0.0337 0.0660

CN B -0.0475* -0.0463* -0.0211 -0.1210* -0.0811* -0.0783* -0.0380 -0.1913*

VOC -0.0063* -0.0061* -0.0079* -0.0073* -0.1428* -0.1337* -0.1423* -0.1282*

IC 0.0471* 0.0450* 0.1130 0.0119 0.0491* 0.0502* 0.0712 0.0109

1PLE R 0.3155 0.3043 0.3274 0.3841

IBLES wHOSE ASSOCIATED RAW WEIGHTS ARE AT LEAST FOUR TIMES THEIR STANOARO ERRORS
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course content. The number of courses are measured in Carnegie units and
encompass the final two years of schooling. When predicting total number of
non-remedial mathematics courses, base year mathematics achievement scores
are used. Similarly, when predicting total number of non-remedial science
courses, base year science scores are used. Vocabulary base year scores are
used for number of foreign language courses. Tables 9-14, 9-15, and 9-16
present these results for mathematics, science, and language courses,
respectively.

Tables 9-14 to 9-16 suggest that other things being equal, Blacks take
more Carnegie units of science and foreign language courses than do Whites.
Hispanics are more likely to take more foreign language courses than Whites.
Explanatory variables that are consistently and positively related to number
of Carnegie units in mathematics are: (1) being in the academic program, (2)
having a mother with high educational aspirations, (3) being good at mathe-
matics as measured by the base year test, (4) not being a disciplinary
problem, (5) being a male (except Blacks), and (6) attending a Catholic
school. Somewhat similar results hold for explaining the total number of
science courses. In the traditional male-oriented course areas (mathematics
and science) White males take significantly more courses than do White
females. Surprisingly, for Blacks there is little or no sex effect. This
finding is consistent with the fact that Black mothers have relatively higher
academic aspirations for their daughters compared to their sons. The sex
effect for Hispanics is similar to Whites in size and direction, but only
statistically significant in the science area. When it comes to the number
of foreign language courses, females have the advantage over males,

With the exception of science, Catholic school students take more
courses than their public school counterparts. This emphasis on basic
academic skills in the Catholic schools is independent of curriculum,
suggesting that Catholic school students in the academic curriculum routinely
take more mathematics and language courses than do their public school
counterparts. On the average, private school students take about a year
more mathematics than their public school counterparts.

There is a consistent tendency for students from the South to take some-
what more courses in mathematics and science. The converse is true for foreign
languages.

It is interesting to note that while SES has little or no effect on number
of mathematics or science courses, it does have an effect on number of language
courses along with non-school-related learning. Students' SES and those cul-
tural components that make up non-school learning experience have little impact
on choosing to pursue course work in quantitatively oriented areas.

8. Determinants of Time Spent on Homework (Model I)

Table 9-17 indicates that, when compared to Whites, Blacks spend less
time on homework. Whites and Hispanics spend about the same time on homework.
Similarly, with the exception of the Black group, males spend less time on
homework than do females. Independent of sex and racial/ethnicity, students
who spend more tire on homework tend to:
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Table 9-14

DIRECT EFFECTS OF EXPLANATORY VARIABLES nN

NUMBER OF NONRENEDIAL MATH COURSES
(NUMBER UF COURSES PASSED, GRADES 9-12)

BY TOTAL GROUP AND ETHNIC SUBGROUPS

a

TOTAL

.0.0613

0.0109

RAW REGRESSION WEIGHT

WHITE BLACK

MEXICAN+
P RICAN TOTAL

-4.0156

0.0015

STANOARDIZED REGRESSION WEIGHT

WHITE BLACK
MEXICAN+
P RICAN

0.0827* 0.0948* .4.0202 0.1933 0.0276* 0.0319* -0.0073 0.0630

0.0615* 0.0783* 0.1253 6.0493 0.0794* 0.0358* 0.0637 0.02(6

il ..0.1635* .4.1627* -.0.0960 -.0.2984* .4.0511* -.0.0486* .4.0334 -0.0954*

18 0.0918* 0.1028* 0.0487 .4.0475 0.0289* 0.0331* 0.0153 .4.0136

f 0.0237 .4.0097 0.0420 0.1211 0.0060 ..0.0022 0.0150 0.0330
1

1.4

.D.

ISP 0.1632* 0.1744* 0.1029* 0.2059* 0.1080* 0.1150* 0.0745* 0.1511* CI°

110 0.0234 0.0352* 4.0541 0.0312 0.0201 0.0279* 4.06013 0.0321

!LE 0.0252 0.0061 0.0925 0.1159 0.0096 0.0023 0.0405 0.0458

:HL 0.0395* 0.0276 0.0889* 0.0356 0.0292* 0.0198 0.0771* 0.0281

i 8 0.0813 0.0451 0.3134* 0.1252 0.0211 0.0115 0.0991* 0.03)5

ITH 0.0742* 0.0722* 0.0884* 0.0779* 0.4836* 0.4637* 0.4617* 0.3971*

: -4.0165* .4.9694* .4.8233* -4.9127* .4.1733* .41.1749* .0.0971* .4.1406*

41C 0.5224* 0.5287* 0.5363* 0.5929* 0.1680* 0.1731* 0.1781* 0.1656*

BF ..0.7536* .4.7824* .0.4944* ..1.0555* -0.0924* .4.09n* .4.0686* .4.1345*

PLE R 0.7249 , 0.7214 0.6966 0.6679

,ES WHOSE ASSOCIATED RAW WEIGHTS ARE AT LEAST FOUR TIMES THEIR STANDARD ERRORS
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Table 2-15
0IREC1 EFFECTS OF EXPLANATORY VARIABLES ON

NUMBER OF NON-REMEDIAL SCIENCE COURSES
(NUMBER OF COURSES PASSEO, GRADES 9-12)

BY TOTAL GROUP AND ETHNIC SUBGROUPS

IC

TOTAL

-0.1419*

-0.1172

RAW REGRESSION WEIGHT

WHITE BLACK
MEXICAO
P RICAN TOTAL

-0.0462*

. -0.0212

STANDARDIZED REGRESSION WFINT

WHITE BLACK

MEXICAN?
P RICAN

0.1562* 0.1766* -0.0179 0.3272* 0.0665* 3.0741* -0.0085 0.1413*

-0.0031 0.0040 -0.0215 0.1170 -(4019 0.0023 -0.0143 0.0679

W -0.1975* -0.1505* -0.2837* -0.5296* -0.0789* -0.0562* -0.1286* -0.2241*

B -0.0325 -0.0411 -0.0496 0.2068 -0.0131 -0.0165 -0.0704 0.0798

0.0640 0.0778 0.0497 -0.0323 0.0206 0.0220 0.0231 -0.0117

SP 0.1279* 0.1393* 0.0915* 0.0883 0.10820 0.1147* 0.0870* 0.0859

IU 0.0203 0.0247 0.0044 -0.0157 0.0223 0.0244 0.0064 -0.0214

LE 0.0182 0.0159 -0.0319 0.1598 0.0089 0.0075 -0.0183 0.0836

HL -0.0079 -0.0098 0.0149 0.0064 -0.0074 -0.0087 0.0169 0.0067

0 0.1614* 0.1561* 0.2095* 0.1733 0.0536* 0.0496* 0.0870* 0.0596

I 0.0633* 0.0621* 0.0688* 0.0494* 0.2422* 0.2169* 0.2531* 0.1773*

0.1392* 0.1508* 0.1279 0.3812 0.0301* 0.0340* 0.0193 0.0778

IC 0.4470* 0.4591* 0.3430* 0.5412* 0.1837* 0.1 * 0.1496* 0.2003*

BF -0.5501* -0.5615* -0.3083 -1.0006* -0.0862* -0.0857* -0.0562 -0.1689*

LE R 0.4462 0.4461 0.4196 0.5081

ES WHOSE ASSOCIATED RAW WEIGHTS ARE AT LEAST FOUR TIMES THEIR STANDARD ERRORS
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Table 9-16
DIRECT EFFECTS OF EXPLANATORY VARIABLES ON

NUMBER OF NON-REMEDIAL FOREIGN LANGUAGE COURSES
INUMBER OF COURSES PASSED, GRADES 9-121

BY TOTAL GROUP AND ETHNIC SUBGROUPS

IC

RAW REGRESSION WEIGHT

BLACK
MEXICAN+
P RICAN TOTAL

-0.0597*

0.0305*

STANDARDIZED REGRESSION WEIGHT

WHITE BLACK
MEXICe:+
P RICANTOTAL

-0.2111*

0.1937*

WHITE

-0.3245* -0.3650* -0.1849* -0.1410 -0.1201* -0.1318* -0.0812* -0.0577

0.1582* 0.1789* 0.1248 0.0180 0.0838* 0.0878* 0.0773 0.0099

W 0.2440* 0.2582* 0.2448* D.1651 0.08470 0.0829* 0.1030* 0.0664

B 0.1840* 0.1982* 0.0505 0.2184 0.0644* 0.0685* 0.0193 0.0799

0.0084 -0.0215 0.0340 0.1625 0.0023 -0.0052 0.0148 0.0556

I

L6
(A0

SP 0.1399* 0.1538* 0.1040* 0.1219* 0.1028* 0.1089* 0.0917* 0.1125*
I

ID -0.0138 -0.0072 -0.0387 0.0262 -0.0131 -0.0061 -0.0530 0.0339

LE 0.0303 0.0200 0.0901 -D.0229 0.0129 0.0081 0.0480 -0.0114

IL 0.0867* 0.0754* 0.1146* 0.1378* 0.07120 0.0580* 0.1211* 0.1364*

8" 0.0886* 0.1062* 0.0624 0.1068 0.0256* 0.0290* 0.0240 0.0349

. 0.0611* 0.0571* 0.0824* 0.0455* 0.2358* 0.2021* D.32230 0.1709*

-0.9626* -0.9718* -0.8065* -0.5100* -0.1823* -0.1883* -0.1160* -0.0987*

IC 0.7279* 0.7701* 0.5580* 0.5553* 0.2599* 0.2707* 0.2258* 0.1949*

IF -0.4386* -0.4309* -0.3285 -0.7677* -0.0597* -0.05650 -0.0556 -0.1229*

.E R 0.6517 0.6540 0.6573 0.5463

ES WHOSE ASSOCIATED RAW WEIGHTS ARE AT LEAST FOUR TIMES THEIR STANDARD ERRORS
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Table 9-17

DIRECT EFFECTS OF EXPLANATORY VARIABLES ON

TIME PER WEEK SPENT UN HOMEWORK, AVERAGE OF BASE YEAH AND FOILOwuP
IONONEi 5.10 HOURS OR MOkEl

BY TOTAL GROUP AND ETHNIC SUBGROUPS

t

TOTAL

-0.1646*

-0.1900*

RAW REGRESSION WEIGHT
.01.0

WHITE BLACK
MEXICAN+
P RICAN TOTAL

-0.0544*

-0.0349*

STANDARDIZED REGRFSSIoN wEICHT

WHITE BLACK
MEXICAN+
P RICAN

-0.3473* -0.3899* -0.1033 -0.3269* -0.1501* -0.1680* -0.0456 -0.1469*

0.0221 0.0469 -0.1194 0.0109 0.0137 0.0274 -0.0744 0.0066

1 0.1188* 0.1212* 0.0866 0.1608 0.0482* 0.0464* 0.0366 0.0709

I -0.0373 -0.0261 -0.1088 -0.1076 -0.0152 -0.0108 -0.0419 -0.0437

-0.0554 -0.0719 0.0076 -0.0858 -0.0181 -0.0209 0.0033 -0.0322

P 0.0590* 0.0549* 0.0824 0.0874 0.0507* 0.0464* 0.0731 0.0885

4 0.0484* 0.0521* 0.0496 0.0406 0.0538* 0.0529* 0.0683 0.0576

i 0.2045* 0.2117* 0.1902* 0.1477 0.1013* 0.1030* 0.1020* 0.0804

L 0.0005 -0.0128 0.0550 0.0045 0.0005 -0.0117 0.0585 0.0049

O 0.1433* 0.1563* 0.1143 -0.0464 0.0483* 0.0509* 0.0443 -0.0166

-0.0051 -0.0072 0.0057 0.0018 -0.02.11 -0.0302 0.0225 0.0072

-0.0029 -0.0071 -0.0095 -0.1676 -0.0007 -0.0016 -0.0014 -0.0356

C 0.1350* 0.1457* 0.0231 0.1448 0.0563* 3.0611* 0.0094 0.0557

F -0.9841* -1.0561* -0.5961* -0.9691* -0.1566* -0.1654* -0.1014* -0.1702*

0.1329* 0.1344* 0.1379* 0:0997* 0.1724* 0.1722* 0.1693* 0.1375*

0.0745* 0.0727* 0.1172* 0.0347 0.0756* 0.0746* 0.1093* 0.0362

0.1432* 0.1352* 0.1788* 0.1401* 0.1672* 0.1614* 0.1798* 0.1517*

E R 0.5592 0.5675 0.5333 0.5127

WHOSE ASSOCIATED RAW WEIGHTS ARE AT LEAST FOUR TINES THEIR STANDARD ERRORS 393
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o Be in the academic program (except Blacks).

o Take more courses in all three course content areas.

o Come from homes where there is a high level of family educational
support -- the mother has higher educational aspirations for
her child, the parents have been involved in the selection of
the curriculum track and the home tends to have more educational
aids.

o Not be characterized by disciplinary behavior problems.

o Have higher levels of locus of control (with the exception of the
Hispanics).

The finding that base year locus of control has a small but significant impact
on amount of homework done is consistent with the earlier results that suggest
that locus of control may have an educational motivational consequence.

9. Determinants of Gains in Mathematics Scores for the In-School Students
(Model I)

Inspection of Table 9-18 indicates that the regression of a mathematics
post-test on pre-test is essentially equivalent for all three racial/ethnic
groups. This finding gives us more confidence in interpreting the Black/White
and White/Hispanic contrasts with respect to gains in mathematics achievement.
In order to test the robustness of the estimated gains, the regressions were
run with and without two additional school level variables. The school level
variables were percent going to college and the mean student rating of the
school's reputation in the community. There was virtually no difference in
the estimates. Demographic variables that were significantly related to gain
in approximate order of importance were:

o Whites gained .56 test score points more than Blacks and
approximately .9 more than Hispanics.

o Males gained approximately 1.0 of a test score point more
than females. The gap in gains in favor of Hispanic males
was somewhat less.

o High SES White students gained more than low SES White
students. There was no relationship between SES and gains
for Blacks.

o White and Hispanic students from the South gained less than
their counterparts from other areas of the country.

Only one family educational sunnort variable das lelated to mathematics gains:
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Table 9-18
DIRECT EFFECTS OF EXPLANATORY VARIABLES DN

MATHEMATICS POSTTEST IRT SCORE

BY TOTAL GROUP AND ETHNIC SUBGROUPS

IIC

RAW REGRESSION WEIGHT

TOTAL

0.5575*
-0.3675

WHITE BLACK
MEXICAN+
P RICAN

0.9633* 0.9652* 1.0936* 0.4835
0.3662* 0.3690* 0.0840 0.2780
0.5671* 0.6327* 0.1555 0.7531
0.2201 0.2148 0.4446 0.3245
0.1480 0.2146 0.1535 -0.0925

ISP 0.2890* 0.3061* 0.0697 0.2697
110 -0.0955 -0.1043 0.0216 -0.0425
)LE -0.1617 -0.1309 -0.2425 -0.3505

:HL 0.0660 0.1061 -0.0603 -0.0045

1 B 0.0746 -0.0015 0.1950 0.5647

ITH 0.5811* 0.5807* 0.5758* 0.5374*

1.1482* 1.0671* 1.3762 0.2665
IIC 0.3581* 0.3616 0.3968 -0.4038
BF -1.1250* -1.0906* -1.5288 -1.5822

IR 1.6186* 1.6419* 1.5034* 1.5648*
: T 0.3%6* 0.3531* 0.4466* 0.5311*

!GE 0.0101* 0.0097 0.0119 0.0137
tEP -0.2879 -0.3578 0.3472 -0.5410

IC 0.0696* 0.0834* 0.0415 -0.0398

iAD 0.0731* 0.0562 0.1084 0.2089*

,I 0.1926* 0.2047* 0.1256 0.2249*

II 0.0832* 0.0852* 0.0802 0.0445

tE R 0.8865 0.8770 0.8437 0.8443

STANDARDIZED REGRESSION WEIGHT

TOTAL

0.0197*
-0.0072

WHITE BLACK
MEXICAN*
P RICAN

0.04460 0.0458* 0.0639* 0.0266
0.0243* 0.0238* 0.0069 0.0205
0.0246* 0.0267* 0.0087 0.0406
0.0096 0.0098 0.0226 0.0159
0.0052 0.0069 0.0089 -0.0042

0.0266# 0.0285* 0.0082 0.0334
-0.0114 -0.0117 0.0039 -0.0074
-0.0086 -0.0070 -0.0172 -0.0233 I

w
ui

0.0068 0.0107 -0.0085 -0.0006 w
1

0.0027 -0.0001 0.0100 0.0247

0.5265* 0.5268* 0.4878* 0.4615*

0.0272* 0.0272* 0.0263 0.0069
0.0160* 0.0167 0.0214 -0.0190

-0.0192* -0.0188* -0.0344 -0.0340

0.2249* 0.2320* 0.2438* 0.2636*
0.0399* 0.0389* 0.0591* 0.0649*

0.0185* 0.0183 0.0259 0.0296

-0.0118 -0.0148 0.0182 -0.0279

0.0336* 0.0388* 0.0216 -0.0200

0.0323* 0.0251 0.0500 0.0919*

0.0801* 0.0809* 0.0570 0.1027*

0.0382* 0.0383* 0.0436 0.0230

IS WHOSE ASSOCIATED RAW WEIGHTS ARE AT LEAST FOUR TIMES THEIR STANOARD ERRORS
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o Mother's educational aspirations for the child for Whites and Hispanics.

School student behaviors and attitudes that were significantly and positively
related to gains in mathematics achievement in approximate order of importance
were:

o Number of Carnegie units in mathematics.

o Amount of homework hours.

o Being in the academic program (except for Hispanics).

o Not being a disciplinary problem.

It is encouraging to note that additional non-remedial mathematics
course work equivalent to one Carnegie unit would lead to an expected gain of
approximately one and one-half score points for all ethnic groups.

10. Determinants of Gain in Science Scores for the In-School Students (Model I)

Table 9-19 presents the result of the analysis of the science achievement
gains. Table 9-19 indicates that the demographic variables that were signifi-
cantly related to science gains were:

o Whites gained approximately 1.1 points more than Blacks
while the Hispanics gained approximately .6 of a point more
than the Blacks.

o Males gained about .85 points more than females.

o Students from the South gained less than stvelents from other
regions of the country. The negative impact of residing in
the South on gains in science is significantly greater for
Hispanics as compared to Whites or Blacks.

The only family educational support system variable that was related to
science gains was:

o Amount of non-school learning exper_ence for total group only.

Student school behaviors and attitudes that were related to gains in
science in approximate order of importance were:

o Number of science courses.

o Number of hours of homework.

Unlike the case of the mathematics gain, membership in the academic curriculum
was not related to science gains. Similarly, the standardized regression coef-
ficients associated with number of science courses was about one-fourth that of
its counterpart used in predicting gains in mathematics. These results are
consistent with the conclusions in the Psychometric Report (Rock et al.) that
suggest that the science test might be less sensitive to school behaviors.



Table 9-19

DIRECT EFFECTS OF EXPLANATORY VARIABLES ON

SCIENCE POSTTEST IRT SCORE

BY TOTAL GROUP AND ETHNIC SUBGROUPS

RAW REGRESSION WEIGHT STANDARDIZED REGRESSION WEIGHTIMMM.M.40 411.MOI.T.....
TOTAL

1.1122*
0.5680*

WHITE BLACK
MEXICAN+
P RICAN TOTAL

0.0934*
0.0265*

WHITE BLACK
MEXICAN+
P RICAN

0.8545* 0.8220* 0.8642* 0.8837* 0.0939* 0.0978* 0.1092* 0.0988*
0.1146 0.1692 0.1295 0.1527 0.0180 0.0274 0.0231 0.0229
0.3167* 0.2334* 0.4326 1.0388* 0.0326* 0.0247* 0.0523 0.1139*
0.0501 0.0661 '.0.0433 0.0484 0.0052 0.0075 .0.0048 0.0048
0.0182 0.0271 0.1374 0.1540 0.0015 '.0.0022 0.0172 0.0144

0.0885 0.0827 0.0123 0.2628 0.0193 0.0193 0.0031 0.0662
.'0.0120 ..0.0065 0.0088 "0.0096 ...0.0034 .40.0018 0.0035 -0.0034
.40.0678 41.0347 ..0.1240 002116 ...0.0085 ..0.0047 ..0.0190 .40.0287

0.0892* 0.0931 0.0647 0.0782 0.0217* 0.0236 0.0197 0.Q211

0.2089 0.1807 0.2788 0.0272 0.0179 0.0163 0.0309 0.0024

0.4372* 0.4348* 0.4554* 0.4239* 0.4314* 0.4304* 0.4469* 0.3943*

."0.0106 ...0.0744 0.2063 0.7881 .q1.0006 0.0048 0.0085 0.0416

..0.0873 .40.0756 0.1059 .10.4978 0.0093 41.0088 0.0123 ...0.0477

.41.6032* .0.7702* .q.3172 0.1707 0.0244* 41.0333* .0.0154 0.0075

0.2131* 0.1907* 0.2050 0.4787* 0.05440 0.0540* 0.0547 0.1239*
0.0922* 0.0586 0.1628 0.2474 0.0234* 0.0162 0.0466 0.0616

0.0051* 41.0071* 0.0045 ...000054 .41.0221* 0.0334* 0.0210 .4060236
.4060232 0.0111 .0.0606 0.1259 .40.0023 0.0012 '1.0069 0.0132

0.0985* 0.0990* 0.0880* 0.1180* 0.1128* 0.1155* 0.0990* 0.1210*

0.1015* 0.0987* 0.1144* 0.1350* 0.1065* 0.1104* 0.1141* 0.1209*

0.0561* 0.0589* 0.0578* 0.0332 0.1206* 0.1338* 0.1058* 0.0580

0.0133 0.0052 0.0265 0.0553 0.0145 0.0059 0.0311 0.0583

0.8162 0.7769 0.7891 0.7852

/HOSE ASSOCIATED RAW WEIGHTS ARE AT LEAST FOUR TIMES THEIR STANDARD ERRORS

)8
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11. Determinants of Gains in Vocabulary Scores for the In-School Students
(Model I)

Table 9-20 presants the determinants of gains in vocabulary scores. Demo-
graphic variables that are significantly related to gain in vocabulary are:

o Whites gained .9 vocabulary score points more than Blacks
and Hispanics.

o Students from high SES backgrounds gained more than students
from low SES backgrounds (except for Blacks).

Family educational support variables that are related to vocabulary gains
in relative order of importance are:

o Mother's educational aspirations for the child.

o Amount of non-school learning experiences.

o Parental role in selecting curriculum. Surprisingly, this variable
had a negative regression weight, indicating that the students
whose parents weren't involved in selecting their curriculum were
more likely to show greater vocabulary gains.

Student school behaviors and attitudes that were related to gain in order of
importance were:

o Number of foreign.language courses.

o Locus of control. Students who felt that they could have an
impact on their own future gained more.

o Number of homework hours.

12. Determinants of Gains in Reading Scores for the In-School Population
(Model I)

Inspection of Table 9-21 indicates that the demographic variables that
were significantly related to gain were:

o Males gained approximately .25 of a score point more
than females.

o Whites in the South gained more than their counterparts
elsewhere.

No family educational support system variables were significantly related to
gain. Student school behaviors and attitudes that were significantly related
to gains in reading in approximate order of importance were:
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Table 9-20
OIRECT EFFECTS OF EXPLANATORY VARIABLES ON

VOCABULARY POSTTEST IRT SCORE

BY TOTAL GROUP AND ETHNIC SUBGROUPS

RAW RFGRESSION WEIGHTMM00MWOMO MM
TOTAL

0.0613*
0.0016

STANDARDIZED REGRESSION WEIGHT=..IIINEM0100110
WHITE BLACKTOTAL

0.8860*
0.0403

WHITE BLACK
MEXICAN+
P RICAN

NEXICAN+
P RICAN

0.0932 0.0287 0.3911 0.0410 0.0084 0.0028 0.0377 0.0038
0.1942* 0.2759* -0.2299 0.2869 0.0251* 0.0369* -0.0312 0.0361
0.1733 0.1148 0.1070 0.6203 0.0147 0.0100 0.0099 0.0570
0.0802 0.0463 0.5158 -0.2470 0.0069 0.0044 0.0433 -0.0207

-0.0153 -0.0944 0.1670 0.2283 -0.0010 -0.0063 0.0159 0.0179

0.1498* 0.1115 0.2030 0.4236* 0.02690 0.0215 0.0392 0.0894*
0.0293 0.0108 0.0626 0.0637 0.0068 0.0025 0.0188 0.0189
-0.1975* -0.1261 -0.3700 -0.3651 -0.02050 -0.0140 -0.0433 -0.0415 I

to
ul

0.0882* 0.0740 0.0943 0.1560 0.0177* 0.0155 0.0219 0.0353 .4
I

0.5117* 0.4397* 0.6124* 0.7864 0.0361* 0.0327* 0.0517* 0.0588

0.5447* 0.5401* 0.5709* 0.5792* 0.5138* 0.5206* 0.4894* 0.4979*

-0.0954 -0.0985 -0.1558 -0.4592 -0.0044 -0.0052 -0.0049 -0.0203
0.0901 0.0999 0.1349 -0.0752 0.0079 0.0096 0.0120 -0.0060

-0.3991 -0.2502 -0.9743 -0.7125 -0.0133 -0.0089 -0.0361 -0.0261

0.2443* 0.2275* 0.4288* -0.0151 0.0597* 0.0620* 0.0940* -0.0035
0.0881* 0.0838 0.0066 0.2352 0.0184* 0.0191 0.0014 0.0491

0.0011 0.0013 0.0037 -0.0056 0.0041 0.0051 0.0131 -0.0206
0.0627 0.0171 0.0321 0.4428 0.0050 0.0015 0.0028 0.0390

0.1259* 0.1201* 0.1545* 0.2241* 0.1087* 0.1110* 0.1174* 0.1683*

0.0094 0.0165* -0.0149 -0.0147 0.0166 0.0310* -0.0208 -0.0215

0.1244* 0.1152* 0.1659* 0.1099 0.1011* 0.0942* 0.1741* 0.0857

0.0878* 0.0821* 0.1049* 0.0722 0.0787* 0.0764* 0.0938* 0.0638

0.8584 0.8333 0.8360 0.8296

WHOSE ASSOCIATED RAW WEIGHTS ARE AT LEAST FOUR TINES THEIR STANDARD ERRORS 402



Table 9-21

DIRECT EFFECTS OF EXPLANATORY VARIABLES ON

READING POSTTEST IRT SCORE

BY TOTAL GROUP ANO ETHNIC SUBGROUPS

IC

RAW REGRESSION WEIGHT STANDARDIZED REGRESSION WEIGHT

TOTAL

-0.0020
-0.0937

WHITE BLACK
MEXICAN+
P RICAN TOTAL

-0.0002
-0.0039

WHITE BLACK
MEXICAN+
P RICAN

0.2574* 0.2405 0.4810 0.2574 0.0254* 0.0243 0.0568 0.0287
0.0240 0.0574 -0.0118 -0.3018 0.0034 0.0079 -0.0020 -0.0452

i -0.2054 -0.2460* -0.2212 0.0029 -0.0190 -0.0P1* -0.0250 0.0003
I -0.0245 -0.04117 0.1995 -0.0672 -0.0023 -0.003S 0.0205 -0.0067

0.0058 -0.0249 0.1125 -0.0531 0.0004 -0.0017 0.0131 -0.0049

IP 0.0782 0.0273 0.1691 0.5400* 0.0153 0.0054 0.0401 0.1356*
10 -0.0276 -0.0297 -0.0278 0.0307 -0.0070 -0.0071 -0.0102 0.0108X -0.1155 -0.1022 -0.1837 -0.1357 -0.0131 -0.0116 -0.0263 -0.0183

IL 0.0587 0.0766 -0.0116 -0.0030 0.0129 0.0165 -0.0033 -0.0008

e 0.4404* 0.4164* 0.5464 0.4838 0.0339* 0.0318* 0.0566 0.0430

ID 0.3626* 0.3642* 0.3528* 0.3130* 0.3421* 0.3453* 0.3287* 0.2795*

-0.1529 -0.1888 -0.2617 -0.0913 -0.0077 -0.0102 -0.0101 -0.0048
C 0.0997 0.1064 0.2081 -0.5079 0.0095 0.0105 0.0226 -0.0485
f -0.3523 -0.2864 -0.5066 -0.7616 -0.0128 -0.0105 -0.0230 -0.0332

0.1785* 0.1739* 0.2705 0.1066 0.0476* 0.0486* 0.0727 0.0290
0.1383* 0.1539* 0.0834 -0.0108 0.0316* 0.0360* 0.0223 -0.0027

E -0.0036 -0.0048 0.0014 -0.0029 -0.0139 -0.0195 0.0060 -0.0128
P -0.1666 -0.1736 -0.1230 -0.0877 -0.0145 -0.0152 -0.0130 -0.0092

0.1862* 0.1873* 0.1671* 0.2132* 0.1919* 0.1852* 0.1756* 0.2180*

M 0.0522* 0.0529* 0.0493* 0.0422 0:1008* 0.1020* 0.0843* 0.0735

0.1455* 0.1471* 0.1253* 0.1811* 0.1290* 0.1234* 0.1149* 0.1680*

0.0897* 0.0913* 0.0742* 0.1114* 0.0878* 0.0872* 0.0814* 0.1172*

E R 0.8022 0.7832 0.7719 0.7915

S WHOSE ASSOCIATED RAW WEIGHTS ARE AT LEAST FOUR TIMES THEIR STANDARD ERROR;
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o Number of foreign language courses.

o Locus of control.

o Number of hours of homework.

13. Determinants of Gains in Writing Scores for the In-School Population
(Model I)

Inspection of Table 9-22 indicates that the demographic variables that
were significantly related to gains in writing in order of importance were:

o Whites gained .55 points more than Blacks.

o Females gained approximately 1.5 points more than males.

Family educational support variables that were significantly related to gains
in writing in approximate order of importance were:

o Mother's educational aspirations for the child.

o Study aids in the home.

Student school behavior and attitudes significantly related to gains in writing
in approximate order of importance were:

o Number of foreign language courses.

o Involvement in disciplinary problems (negatively related).

o Number of hours of homework.

o Locus of control.

The relative adjusted gains in tested achievement between males and
females and ethnic groups for the in-school population need to be put
into perspective. In terms of pre-test standard deviation units, the group
contrasts are as follows,

Whites gain in:

Compared to Blacks

Compared to Hispanics

Mathematics Science Vocabulary Reading Writing

+.06 S.D. +.25 S.D. +.17 S.D. No Diff. +.11 S.D.

+.09 S.D. +.12 S.D. +.16 S.D. +.02 S.D. +.04 S.D.
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Tale 9-22

DIRECT EFFECTS OF EXPLANATORY VARIABLES ON

WRITING POSTTEST IRT SCORE

67 IOTAL GROUP AND ETHNIC SUBGROUPS

G

RAW REGRESSION WEIGHT
mm...........mmmeomommamosommomm.mslimaiwwww.mm.mmemolimmmmmell

STANDARDIZED REGRESSION WHOM

MEXICAN+
TOTAL WHITE BLACK I° RICAN

0.5550
0.3561

moloimmoom

TOTAL

0.04330
0.0154

WHITE BLACK
MEXICAN+
P RICAN

.1.4570 .1.4950 .1.3670 .1.6919* .0.1487* .0.1606* .0.1427* .0.1730

.0.1335 .0.0829 .0.1265 .0.2081 .0.0195 .0.0121 .0.0186 .0.0287
I .0.0491 4.0719 .0.3434 0.6096 .0.0047 .0.0069 .0.0343 0.0614

.0.0164 .0.0357 0.0428 0.3191 .0.0016 .0.0037 0.0039 0.0293
0.1400 0.0943 0.1464 0.4398 0.0108 0.0068 0.0151 0.0377

P 0.1735* 0.1721* 0.1449 0.3182 0.0351* 0.0363* 0.0303 0.0735
0 0.0980 0.0881 0.1154 0.0859 0.0250 0.0223 0.0375 0.0278
I .0.1425 .0.0810 .0.3305 .0.3130 .0.0167 .0.0098 .0.0419 .0.0389

L 0.0695 0.0503 0.0840 0.1184 0.0157 0.0115 0.0211 0.0294

8 0.2510 0.2132 0.1899 0.4034 0.0200* 0.0173 0.0174 0.0330

0.3663* 0.3640 0.3800 0.2829* 0.3705* 0.3709* 0.3685* 0.2737*

.0.0924 .0.0967 0.1190 .0.2382 .0.0048 .0.0056 0.0041 .0.0116
C .0.0425 .0.0675 0.1939 0.0768 .0.0042 .0.0071 0.0186 0.0068
F .1.2964* .1.2334* .1.4910* .2.0201* .0.0487* .0.0482* .0.0599* .0.0810*

0.1571* 0.1577* 0.1749 0.1118 0.04330 0.0469* 0.0415 0.0280
T 0.1931* 0.1660 0.2650 0.2618 0.04560 0.0415* 0.0627* 0.0598

8 .0.0000 .0.0011 0.0088 .0.0040 .0.0012 .0.0047 0.0342 -0.061r .0.0552 .0.0398 .0.1258 0.0873 .0.0050 .0.0037 .0.0118 0.0084

0.1080 0.1102* 0.0820 0.1410 0.11550 0.1160* 0.0762 0.1331*

D 0.0805* 0.06990 0.15480 0.1434* 0.0785* 0.0706* 0.1275* 0.1170

H 0.0750 0.0770 0.0698* 0.0848* 0.1500 0.1595* 0.1055* 0.1361*

0.0500 0.0460 0.0600 0.0645 0.0460 0.0416* 0.0486 0.0551

E R 0.7900 0.7704 0.7585 0.7620

S WHOSE ASSOCIATED RAW WEIGHTS ARE AT LEAST FOUR TINES THEIR STANDARD ERRORS 407
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Male gains compared to females in:

Mathematics Science Vocabulary Reading Writing

+.10 S.D. +.19 S.D. +.02 S.D. +.05 S.D. -.29 S.D.

While the size of ethnic differences approximate those of thE male-female
comparisons, the pattern is somewhat different. It is interesting to note

that the smaller Black-White difference among the gain contrasts are in the
mathematics and reading achievement areas. This pattern of the differential

gains is also consistent with a differential targeting.hypothesis. That is,

Blacks and Hispanics have a greater likelihood of having participated in
Title I (Chapter I) and possibly other remedial skills enhancement programs
than did Whites. It is the reading and mathematics areas that are targeted

rather than the vocabulary or science areas in these programs. The argument

here is that participation in these special programs allowed Blacks and

Hispanics to sufficiently develop their basic skills to "keep up" with their

majority group classmates during the last two years of high school. Mathe-

matics is also the one achievement content area that would seem to be most

likely to be sensitive to formal schooling.

The largest Black-White differences occur in science and vocabulary.

Both the vocabulary and the science areas may be less sensitive to special

course work. The science measure would appear to be less sensitive to formal

course work, since its item content includes a proportionately large number of

general science questions and some bioIogy items. While the biology items may
be course-related, most students take biology before the end of their sophomore

year. Therefore, the base year pre-test science score when used as a covariate

will remove much of any group-related biology course differences from gains
in science achievement. Previously discussed results support this inter-

pretation. Non-school-related learning was found to be significantly related

to both initial (sophomore) science and vocabulary scores as well as to gains

in both science and vocabulary.

It also should be kept in mind that these group comparisons are based on
differences in adjusted means. We are asking (and hopefully answering) the
question, "what would be the expc.-(ed gains if one compared Blacks and Whites
who had the same demographics and sophomore achievement scores and who exhibited
the same school behaviors, e.g., number of courses, amount of homework, being
in the academic curriculum, etc."

The analysis shows that other things being equal, meaning demographics and
level of family educational support, Blacks take significantly more science
and foreign language courses and report doing more homework than Whites.
There is little difference between Whites and Hispanics on these process vari-
ables. The question the gain analyses attempt to answer is what would be the
expected gain if Blacks and Whites took the same number of courses and did
equivalent amounts of homework. That the Blacks' estimated gain was
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typically less than the Whites' reflects the fact that their observed gains
were not commensurate with what is predicted from their relative involvement
in the academic process (homework and course work).

Part of the differential gain in favor of Whites in science and
vocabulary could be due to differences in quality of the course work
received or school attended. Differences in quality of schools and thus
possibly course work received should, however, have little effect on the
obtained sex differences. Also, the introduction of two school level
"quality" variables, mean percent going to college and the students' mean
rating of the reputation of the school in the community, left the ethnic
group regression coefficients virtually unchanged.

Another interesting result that bears on targeting and its possible
influence on Black/White differential gain is the fact that SES had a
consistently lower relationship with gains for Blacks as compared to
Whites. In some cases, the raw score regression weights were even
negative. Similarly, the regression weight associated with the "trappings"
of SES such as study aids in home, non-school-related learning activity
and parental involvement tended to have a lesser effect on gains (sometimes
negative) for Blacks. This would seem to be additional indirect evidence
for the impact of targeting through Title I on gains. That is, low SES
Blacks are more likely to be targeted for Title I programs than are the
high SES Blacks. The zero and negative weighted SES variables for Blacks
suggest that among Blacks the potentially Title I targeted ,subgroups are
showing greater gains.

The in-school path models results suggest that student school process
behaviors are the primary determinants of gains regardless of ethnicity
or sex. Number of non-remedial courses, amount of homework, being in t%e
academic curriculum, and not cuttink classes or being suspended are the
primary determinants of gain. These students' process variables are in
turn primarily explained by home educational support variables such as
mothers' aspirations, study aids in the home, parental role in curriculum
selection, and number of non-school-related learning experiences. That is,
the model is:

Home
Behavior
Support
System

Rather than:

Student
School
Behavior

Gains
in

Achievement

Home
Education
Support
System

Student
School
Behavior

Gains
in

Achievement
111,
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An additional possible proxy for motivation to achieve is self-reports of
locus of control. Base year locus of control was found co be significantly
related to gains in achievement for all tested areas. Construct validity for

base year locus of control as a proxy for educational motivation was the fact
that it was significantly and positively related to the following student
school behaviors:

o Selection into the academic curriculum.

o Total number of non-remedial courses in mathematics, sciences
and foreign languages taken during one's junior and senior
year.

o Average number of hours spent in homework during the last two
years of high school.

This apparently critical attitude itself is a function of the level of the
family educational support system. The cons? tllation'of mother's aspirations
and the related educational support variables such as study aids in the home,
number of non-school-rclated learning experiences, and parental involvement,
all relate to whether the individual feels that "strivings" can make a dif-

ference. This relationship of the family educational support system to this
critical positive attitude (locus of control) and other positive social and
school behaviors is particularly important from a policy viewpoint since:

o The constellations of family support variables are manipulable
to the extent that parental attitudes, behaviors, and involvement
can be changed through encouragement and educational information.

o It has a significant effect independent of SES, which of course,
is much less manipulable.

o The relationship seems to "work" among all racial/ethnic groups.

B. PREDICTION OF THE DECISION TO STAY IN OR DROP OUT OF SCHOOL (MODEL II)

As Figure 9-2 indicated, the path model for the total sample (in-school
and dropouts) includes somewhat different intermediate dependent variables
than the in-school model. The following tables and their discussion deal

with that part of Model II that diverges from Model I.

1. Determinants of Students' Participation in Sophomore School Activities
(Model II)

This variable was included in the Model II analysis since the earlier
descriptive analysis results suggested that dropouts typically do not feel
that they are a member of the student body. Inspection of Table 9-23 indicates
that Whites and Hispanics are less likely than Blacks to participate in these
school activities. Females are more likely to be involved in extracurricular
activities than are males. Also, the participatiorirate is greater in the



1

Table 9-23
DIRECT EFFECTS OF EXPLANATORY VARIABLES ON

PARTICIPATED IN ANY ACTIVITIES IN SOPHOMORE YEAR
(COUNT OF ACTIVITIES)

BY TOTAL GROUP AND ETHNIC SUBGROUPS

RAW REGRESSION WEIGHT STANDARDIZED REGRESSION WEIGHT

MEXICAN+ MEXICAN+
TOTAL WHITE BLACK P RICAN TOTAL WHIT BLACK P kICAN

- 0.4352* -0.0q28*

-0.4454* -0.0547*

- 0.3982* -0.4488* -0.2616 0.0454 -0.1087* -0.1245* -0.0700 0.0114

0.0402 0.0219 60.0062 0.4152* 0.0158 0.0085 -0.0027 0.1473*

-0.2359* -0.2260* -0.2011 -0.3040 -0.0606* -0.0566* -0.0484 -0.0778

- 0.4965* -0.4973* -0.4597* -0.3657 -0.1279* -0.1326* -0.0991* -0.01146

-0.0077 0.0351 -0.0142 -0.3058 -0.0016 0.0069 -0.0335 -0.0717

0.1257* 0.1478* 0.1003 -0.0356 0.0707* 0.0840* 0.0518 -0.0212

0.0801* 0.0904* 0.0221 0.0669 0.0585* 0.0675* 0.0172 0.0554

0.3201* 0.3095* 0.3212* 0.3581* 0.1017* 0.0591* 0.0987* 0.1143#

0.3005* 0.2915* 0.3144* 0.3696* 0.1823* 0.1736* 0.1877* 0.2355*

0.0098 0.0585 -0.1179 -0.2266 0.0021 0.0125 -0.0257 -0.0477

-0.0130* -0.0121 -0.0187 -0.0380 -0.0374* -0.0316 -0.040R -0.0885

0.1346 0.1418 0.0303 0.2538 0.0177 0.0200 0.0023 0.0309

R 0.3252 0.3354 0.2558 0.3597

WHOSE ASSOCIATED RAW WEIGHTS ARE AT LEAST FOUR T IMES THEIR STANDARD ERRORS
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South and in rural schools. This may be somewhat confounded with the
size of school. Parental involvement, as indicated by the extent of
their role in the selection of their child's curriculum, the number of
study aids in the home and non-school learning, were more significantly
related to the participation rate for almost all groups. Participation
rate has little or no relationship with verbal ability or measured by the
vocabulary pre-test.

2. Determinants of Grades through the Second Year in H:gh School

The primary outcome variable in Table 9-24 is self-reported grades as of
the sophomore year. While there is no ethnic group effect when controlling for
the other explanatory variables (in particular verbal ability as measured by
base year vocabulary), there is a sex effect. Other things being equal, males
receive lower grades than females. This is true for Whites and Blacks and, to
a lesser extent, for Hispanics.

Other things being equal, grades in the South and in the rural schools
tended to be significantly higher.

Of the family educational support system, mother's educational aspirations
for the child and parental role in curriculum selection were positively related
to grades.

School behaviors and attitudes that were related to grades in approximate
order of importance were:

o Having high vocabulary sco;es.

o Involvement in disciplinary problems negatively related.

o Amount of homework done.

o Locus of control.

o Being in the academic program.

3. Determinants of the Decision to Stay In or Drop Out of School (Model II)

Inspection of Table 9-25 indicates that the demographic variables that are
related to dropping out of school in approximate order of importance are:

o Intact family - students coming from an intact family
(i.e., both parents present) are less likely to drop out.

o SES - students from high SES backgrounds are less likely
to drop out (with the possible exception of Blacks).

o Whites and Hispanics - other things being equal, Whites and
Hispanics are more likely to drop out of school than are Blacks.
Probably the ctitical control variables here are ability as
measured by pre-test achievement scores and school performance as
measured by grades.
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Table 9,24
DIRECT EFFECTS Of EXPLANATORY VARIABLES ON

GRADES SO FAR IN HIGH SCHOOL (AS OF SOPHOM)RE YEARI
(1gBELOW 0; 8*MOSTLY A)

BY TOTAL GROUP AND ETHNIC SUBGROUPS

TOTAL

-0.0340

-0.0558

RAW REGRESSION WEIGHT

WHI1E BLACK
MEXICAN*
P RICAN TOTAL

-0.0082

-0.0077

STANOARDIZED REGRE5SION WEIGHT

WHITE BLACK
MEXICAN+
P RICAN

-0.2978* -0.3166* -0.2378* -0.1141 -0.0912* -0.0966* -0.0801* -0.0359

0.0519 0.0759 -0.1002 -0.0657 0.0257 0.0321 -0.0474 -0.0279

-0.2048* -0.1773* -0.2027 -0.3767* -0.0593* -0.0488* -0.0660 -0.Ii53*

-0.1341* -0.1116* -0.2346 -0.1382 -0.0389* -0.0327* -0.0685 -0.0383

0.1173* 0.1404* 0.0517 0.1288 0.02841 0.0305* 0.0173 0.0359 (..)

I

a%
a%0.1287* 0.1418* 0.0613 0.1039 0.08151 0.0885* 0.0479 0.0742 I

-0.0415* -0.0336 -0.0466 -0.0118 -0.0342* -0.0256 -0.0492 -0.0117

0.1538* 0.1691* 0.0789 0.0799 0.0551* 0.0595* 0.0328 0.03C5

0.0076 -0.0079 0.0727 0.0862 0.0052 -0.0052 0.0588 0.0658

0.2721* 0.2885* 0.2046 0.3002 0.0661* 0.0680* 0.0605 0.0757

0.0917* 0.0978* 0.0536* 0.0537* 0.2964* 0.2987* 0.1585* 0.1498*

0.0935 0.0926 -0.1945 0.5443 0.0139 0.0144 -0.0201 0.0795

0.2753* 0.2569* 0.2373 0.4815* 0.0794* 0.0748* 0.0711 0.1243*

-1.5082* -1.5684* -1.2104* -1.3153* -0.2146* -0.2183* -0.1988* -0.7099*

0.0745* 0.0773* 0.0670* 0.0239 0.0839* 0.0850* 0.0908* 0.0286

0.1830* 0.1740* 0.2065* 0.2768* 0.1427* 0.1348* 0.1778* 0.7136*

0.6214 0.6359 0.4931 0.5286

WHOSE ASSOCIATED RAW WEIGHTS ARE AT LEAST FOUR T IMES THEIR STANDARD ERRORS
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Table 9-25

DIRECT EFFECTS OF EXPLANATORY VARIABLES ON

STILL IN SCHOOL IN SENIOR YEAR
IOOROPOUT; 11gIN SCHOOL1

BY IOTAL GROUP ANO ETHNIC SUBGROUPS

RAW REGRESSION WEIGHT STANDAROIZED REGRESSION WEICHTmomm..
TOTAL WHITE

-0.0642*
-0.0654*

BLACK

.
MEXICAN+
P RICAN

0.0197 0.0258* -0.0324 0.0560
0.0282* 0.0340* 0.0116 0.0537
0.0246* 0.0464* -0.0667* -0.0243

-0.0004 0.0043 0.0111 -0.0345
0.0650* 0.0616* 0.0537 0.1080*

0.0082 0.0046 0.0218 0.0062
0.0081 0.0103* -0.0037 0.0041
0.0087 0.0109 0.0181 -0.0386

-0.0062 -0.0066 -0.0018 -0.0003

-0.0235 -0.0123 -0.0559 -0.1072*

0.0019 0.0017 0.0024 0.0026

-0.0032 -0.0029 -0.0033 -0.0025

0.0029* 0.0026* 0.0051 0.0010

0.0006 -0.0001 0.0015 0.0103

0.0023 0.0020 0.0047 -0.0017

-0.0266 -0.0318 0.0009 0.0276
0.0138 0.0108 0.0287 0.0212

-0.3416* -0.3267* -0.3374* -0.4887*
0.0011 0.0030 -0.0062 0.0005

0.0001 -0.0010 0.0024 0.0be1
0.0364* 0.0383* 0.0195 0.0516*

0.4309 0.4427 0.3792 0.4617

NOIImmimimmOa.......a....mommem.s...

TOTAL

-0.0700*
-0.04110

WHITE BLACK
MEXICAN+
P RICAN

0.0274 0.0372* -0.0414 0.0641
0.0570* 0.0680* 0.0208 0.0829
0.0323* 0.0604* -0.0824* -0.0270

-0.0005 0.0060 0.0123 -0.0347
0.0715* 0.0632* 0.0680 0.1094*

0.0234 0.0136 0.0578 0.0161
0.0303 0.0371* -0.0148 0.0148
0.0142 0.0181 0.0286 -0.0535

-0.0192 -0.0203 -0.0054 -0.0010

-0.0259 -0.0137 -0.0627 -0.0983*

0.0275 0.0242 0.0271 0.0268

-0.0422 -0.0392 -0.0328 -0.0224

0.0802* 0.0735* 0.0916 0.0166

0.0082 -0.0010 0.0149 0.0953

0.0325 0.0277 0.0554 -0.0183

-0.0179 -0.0234 0.0004 0.0146
0.0181 0.0149 0.0326 0.0199

-0.2207* -0.2150* -0.2099* -0.2833*
0.0057 0.0156 -0.0318 0.0024

0.0002 -0.0037 0.0077 0.0227
0.1651* 0.1810* 0.0737 0.1876*

WHOSE ASSOCIATED RAW WEIGHTS ARE AT LEAST FOUR TIMES THEIR STANDARD ERRORS
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o Region - Whites in the South region are more likely to drop
out than their counterparts in the non-South. Conversely,
Blacks in the South are less likely to drop out than their
counterparts of similar background and abilities in the
Northeast, North Central or West.

The only family educational support variable that was related to
dropping out was:

o Study aids in the home - the more study aids in the home, the
less likely one is to drop out (significant for Whites only).

Student school behavior and attitudes that were related to dropping
out in approximate order of importance were:

o Disciplinary problems - students that cut classes, were
suspended, had trouble with the law were much more likely
to drop out.

o Grades - students with low grades were much more likely to
drop out. Grades seem to be somewhat more important in the
dropping out decision for Whites aad Hispanics as compared to
Blacks.

The fact that when one controls for differences in ability, school
performance, and home educational support systems, Blacks are less likely
to drop out than Whites suggests the possibility that targeting procedures
directed at keeping Blacks in school are paying dividends. The reason

Southern schools are having greater success in keeping Blacks in school
than schools in other regions is not clear.

The fact that students from intact families were significantly more
likely to remain in school further underscores the importance of the
family characteristics in the schooling process. The more "changeable"
family characteristics (i.e., those that make up the constellation of
family educational support system) had comparatively little direct effect
on dropping out. As pointed out earlier, however, they do influence
those school achievement and deportment behaviors which in turn do affect
dropping out. That is, grades and deportment as measured by disciplinary
problems were the important determinants of dropping out or staying in
school.

Mathematics skills as measured by the sophomore test score seemed to
be much more important than the other measured abilities as a prediction
of dropping out. In general, however, deportment and school performance
as measured by grades seem to out-shadow ability measures as determinants
of dropping out.
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C. A VALUE ADDED ANALYSIS OF THE RELATIVE EFFECTS OF DIFFERENTIAL CURRICULUM
AND DROPOUT STATUS ON GAINS IN ACHIEVEMENT AND OTHER OUTCOMES

This analysis was carried out to estimate the value added in terms of
gains in achievement that might accrue from participation in different cur-
riculum as compared to dropping out early and receiving no additional formal
educational treatment. Participation in these different "educational
treatments" might also be expected to have differential impacts on gain
in nonacademic achievement outcomes such as self-esteem and educational
and occupational aspirations. Thus, this value added section investigates
gains in tested achievement, self-esteem, educational Aspiration and
occupational aspiration. These analyses will be done separately for sex
and racial/ethnic groups. It would seem possible that these differing
educational treatments may have a differential impact (i.L., interact)
with sex or ethnic group membership.

All educational treatments (i.e., late dropouts; different curriculum
membership, etc.) will be contrasted with a base-line group of individuals
who dropped out and report no additional formal education. Control
variables include demographics, school sector, family home support
variables, and pre-test scores.

1. Gains in Vocabulary as a Function of Curriculum and Dropout Status

Table 9-26 presents the raw and standard score regression coefficients
for totals, sex and ethnic groups, and public and Catholic sector students.
The various dropout status codes were:

Early untrained dropout - this is the base-line group against which all
other curriculum and dropout status groups are
contrasted. Since it is the base-line or com-
parison group, it is not shown in the list.

Trained

Late drop

General

Academic

Vocational

General &
Vocational

- trained early dropout, i.e., received GED training or academic
tutoring (self-report).

- dropped out after the junior year or dropped out earlier but
reported receiving GED training or tutoring.

- general curriculum in base year.

- academic curriculum in base year.

- vocational curriculum in base year.

- In the Catholic school sector comparison, the general and
vocational curriculum were combined because of too few
data cases.



Table 9-26

DIRECT EFFECTS OF EXPLANATORY VARIABLES ON

POSTTEST VOCABULARY

84 TOTAL GROUP, ETHNIC SUBGROUPS. SCHOOL TYPE. AND SEX

RAW REGRESSION WEIGHT STANDARDIZED REGRESSION WEIGHT
MONIDMOIMMMOMI.MMOMMM.MMMOymom.opelimm MMMMMMMMMM

TOTAL more BLACK mem* PUB CATH MALE FEMALE TOTAL WHITE BLACK

0.56* 0.55* 0.60* 0.51* 0.56* 0.53* 0.58* 0.54* 0.52* 0.53* 0.51*

0.58* 0.55* 0.43 0.13 0.51* 0.39 0.43* 0.11* 0.04* 0.04* 0.04

4.02 .4.12 0.08 0.28 -0.01 .4.33 .1.12 0.0/ 0.00 -0.01 0.01

0.16 0.09 0.35 0.28 0.14 0.20 0.01 0.01 0.01

0.25* 0.32* 0.01 0.15 0.23* 0.40 0.27* 0.22 0.03* 0.04* 0.01

0.25* 0.20 0.31 0.55 0.21* .4.11 0.39* 0.12 0.02* 0.02 0.03

0.16 0.15 0.47 .1.29 0.14 0.33 0.28* 0.06 0.01 0.01 0.04

0.16* 0.14* 0.15 OAP 0.15* 0.28 0.15* 0.20* 0.03* 0.03* 0.03

0.1244 0.11* 0.13 0.11 0.12* T0.04 0.10 0.12* 0.02* 0.02* 0.03

.4.12 '4.08 .1.28 0.19 ...0.25 .4.01 .4.11 .4.01 .1.01 .1.03

0.03 0.01 0.02 0.01 0.03 .1.25 0.00 0.06 0.01 0.00 0.01

OW' OAP 0.71 0.76* 0.96* 0.0641

4.03 .1.05 .1.35 0.15 0.12 0.00

0036 0.59 0.16 .1.45 0.28 0.48 0.16 0.01 0.01 0.01
1 0.09 .1.14 1.02 0.10 0.00 2.51* 0.21 '4.15 0.00 -0.01 0.0

0.64* 0.45* 1.21* 1.09* 0.55* 0.40 0.40* 0.05* 0.04* 0.11*

0.81* 0.69* 1.41* 1.00 0.14* 2.82* 0.62* 1.14* 0.01* 0.06$ 0.12*

I 0.32 0.22 0.72 0.45 0.27 0.06 0.60* 0.02 0.01 0.06

2.61*

0.13* 0.12* 0.14* 0.20* 0.13* 0.09* 0.13* 0.13* 0.11* 0.11* 0.11*

4 0.01 0.02* 0.01 .4.02 0.01 0.02 0.02 0.01 0.02 0.03* 0.01

0.10* 0.09* 0.16* 0.12* Oak* 0.10* 0.10* 0.12* 0.08* 0.08* 0.12*

0.09* 0408* 0.11* 0.09 0.09* 0.01 0.06* 0.12$ 0.08* 0.08* 0.09*

0.06 0.10* .4.01 0.01 0.06 0.19 0.02 0.11* 0.02 0.03* 0.02

R 0.856 0.835 0.814 0.811 0.854 0.821 0.850 0.864

ILES WHUSE ASSOCIATED RAW WEIGHTS ARE AT LEAS T FOUR TIMES THEIR STANDARD EARORS

PEX$PR PUB CATH MALE FEMALE

0.48* 0.52* 0.53* 0.54* 0.50*

0.06 0.04* 0.03 0.03* 0.05*
0.02 0.00 .4.02 .1.01 0.00
0.03 0.01 0.02
0.02 0.03* 0.06 0.03* 0.03
0.05 0.02* .4.01 0.034 0.01

.4.02 0.01 0.02 0.02* 0.00

0.01* 0.03* 0.05 0.03* 0.0h*
0.04 0.02* .1.01 0.02 0.02*

0.02 .4.01 ..0.03 .0.01 4.02
0.02 0.01 "0.06 0.00 0.01

0.06* 0.05 0.05* 0.01*

0.00 .1.02 .1.01 0.00

.1.02 0.01 0.01 0.00 j4

0.00 0.00 pm* 0.01 -0.01
0.10* 0.05* 0.33 0.07* I

0.07 0.06* 0.29* 0.05* 0.091

0.03 0.02 0.00 0.04*
0.2/$

0.15* 0.11* 0.09* 0.11* 0.10*

.04602 0.02 0.03 0.03 0.02

0.10* 0.09* 0.09* 0.08* 0.09*

0.08 0.08* 0.07 0.06* 0.10*

0.00 0.02 0.06 0.01 0.03$

4,21
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Inspection of the total columns of Table 9-26 suggests that staying
in school regardless of curriculum program is better than being an early
untrained dropout who does not participate in any out-of-school GED or
tutoring program (i.e., the base-line group). Although individuals in
the vocational curriculum gain significantly more in vocabulary skills
than the base-line group, their gain is about the same as an early
dropout who pursued a GED or tutoring. One must be careful here in the
sense that the goals of the vocational curriculum may not include
vocabulary improvement. It is encouraging to note that students in the
academic curriculum and, to a somewhat lesser extent, the general curriculum
show considerable incremental gains over the various dropout status and
students in the vocational curriculums. This is true regardless of sex or
ethnic group. There is some indication that Blacks tend to lose more by
dropping out than do Whites. That is, the differential between in-school
Blacks (regardless of the curriculum) and Black dropouts tends to be
greater ,than for the other groups. Similarly, females tend to lose more
in terms of unrealized vocabulary gains if they drop out than do their
male counterparts. Earlier discussions in the descriptive analysis section
of the unadjusted gains pointed out the apparent greater debilitating
effect of dropping out on women's achievement scores. Dropouts from
Catholic schools also seem to suffer differentially more than their public
school counterparts.

2. Gains in Reading as a Function of Curriculum and Dropout Status

Table 9-27 presents the estimated differential gains in reading
scores. Sirilar to the vocabulary results, the reading data suggests that
as far as reading gains are concerned, one would appear to do as well
dropping out and receiving GED or tutoring help as staying in school and
remaining in the vocational program. The reading results (like the
vocabulary results) suggest that women in the vocational program do
better with respect to gains than do their male counterparts in the
vocational program. This is probably because women in the vocational
program are selecting different courses (e.g., secretarial and clerical)
than their male counterparts.

3. Gains in Mathematics as a Function of Curriculum and Dropout Status

Table 9-28 presents the results of the analysis of mathematics gains by sex
and curriculum groups. Not surprising, students in the vocational curriculum
do significantly better with respect to gains in mathematics skills when
compared to the base-line dropout group. They still lag considerably behind
their fellow students in the general and academic program. Students in the
vocational program tend to gain about a third to half as much as those in the
academic program. Similarly, vocational students tend to gain between one-half
to two-thirds as much as the general students in mathematics. Within the
Catholic sector, the gap in gains in mathematics between the mixture of general
and vocational (mostly consisting of general curriculum students) tends to be
somewhat less than the general/academic comparison in the public sector. This
might be expected if the general curriculum and the academic curriculum in the
Catholic sector had more overlap in mathematical course work than would be
typically found in the public sector.
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Table 9-27

DIRECT EFFECTS OF EXPLANATORY VARIABLES ON

POSTTEST READING

BY TOTAL GROUP, ETHNIC SUBGROUPS, SCHOOL TYPE, AND SEX

RAW REGRESSION WEIGHT

TOTAL WHITE BLACK MEX+PR PUB CAM MALE FEMALE

0.36* 0.36* 0.34* 0.30* 0.36* .0.38* 0.35* 0.36*

0.57* 0.58* 0.48 0.66 0.53* 0.48 0.52* 0.61*
*0.02 *0.08 0.14 0.03 0.00 *0.27 *0.09 0.05
0.26* 0.26* 0.32 0.28 0.27
0.04 0.05 0.10 *0.11 0.02 0.02 0.01 0.06

*0.10 *0.15 0.02 *0.02 *0.08 *0.43 *0.08 *0.12
0.06 0.03 0.31 0.06 0.06 *0.01 0.19 *0.06
0.09 0.04 0.11 0.50* 0.08 *0.01 0.04 0.14*
0.11* 0.12* 0.05 0.03 0.10* 0.13 0.13 0.07

*0.09 *0.10 *0.06 *0.11 *0.11 0.33 *0.12 *0.07
*0.01 *0.01 *0.07 0.00 *0.01 *0.12 *0.01 *0.01

*0.03 *0.05 *0.11 *0.02 *0.03
*0.06 *0.06 *0.45 *0.15 0.04

0.26 0.09 0.35 1.20 0.23 *0.10 0.67
*0.08 *0.09 *0.07 *0.42 *0.15 1.88 0.06 *0.27
0.28 0.22 0.52 0.43 0.24 0.19 0.38
0.52* 0.47* 0.82 0.04 0.45* 1.45 0.44 0.62*
0.17 0.11 0.26 0.36 0.16 0.06 0.30

1.25

0.20* 0.20* 0.19* 0.21* 0.19* 0.18* 0.21* 0.19*
0.05* 0.05* 0.04 0.03 0.05* 0.04 0.05* 0.05*
0.13* 0.12* 0.13* 0.17* 0.13* 0.11* 0.13* 0.13*
0.09* 0.09* 0.10* 0.12* 0.09* 0.10* 0.09* 0.09*
0.10* 0.12* 0.03 0.04 0.10* 0.21 0.08 0.12*

R 0.806 0.790 0.768 0.772 0.804 0.774 0.801 0.812

STANDARDIZED REGRESSION WEIGHT

TOTAL WHITE BLACK MEX+PR PUB CATH MALE FEMALE

0.33* 0.34* 0.31* 0.27* 0.34* 0.36* 0.33* 0.33*

0.04* 0.04* 0.05 0.06 0.04* 0.04 0.04* 0.05*
0.00 *0.01 0.02 0.00 0.00 *0.02 *0.01 0.00
0.03* 0.03* 0.04 0.03 0.03* 0.03
0.01 0.01 0.02 *0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01
*0.01 *0.01 0.00 0.00 *0.01 *0.03 *0.01 *0.01
0.01 0.00 0.03 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.02 *0.01
0.02 0.01 0.03 0.13* 0.02 0.00 0.01 0.03*
0.02* 0.03* 0.02 0.01 0.02* 0.03 0.03 0.02

*0.01 *0.01 *0.01 *0.02 *0.01 0.04 *0.01 *0.01
0.00 0.00 *0.03 0.00 0.00 *0.03 0.00 0.00

0.00 0.00 *0.01 0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00 *0.02 *0.01 0.00

0.01 0.00 0.02 0.05 0.01 0.00 0.02
0.00 0.00 0.00 *0.02 *0.01 0.06 0.00 *0.01
0.03 0.02 0.06 0405 0.02 0.07 0.04
0.05* 0.04* 0.08 0.00 0.04* 0.15 0.04 0.060
0.01 0.01 0.03 0.03 0.01 0.00 0.02

0.13

0.20* 0.20* 0.20* 0.21* 0.20* 0.18* 0.21* 0.20*
0.10* 0.10* 0.07 0.06 0.10* 0.08 0.10* 0.10*
0.11* 0.10* 0.12* 0.15* 0.12* 0.09* 0.11* 0.11*
0.09* 0.09* 0.11* 0.13* 0.09* 0.09* 0.09* 0.09*
0.03* 0.04* 0.01 0.01 0.03* 0.07 0.03 0.04*

ILES WHOSE ASSOCIATED RAW WEIGHTS ARE AT LEAS T FOUR TIMES THEIR STANDARD ERRORS
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ID

I/nue v-vi

OIRECT EFFECTS OF EXPLANATORY VARIABLES ON

POSTTEST MATHEMATICS

BY TOTAL GROUP, ETHNIC SUBGROUPS, SCHOOL TYPE, ANO SEX

RAW REGRESSION WEIGHT

TOTAL WHITE BLACK MEXIIR PUB LATH MALE FEMALE

0.66* 0.66* 0664* 0657* 0.66* 0666* 0666* 0666*

0.29 0620 0635 0.93 0623 0631 0631 0.28
0.16 0611 0623 0630 0614 0.07 0.12 0.21
1616* 1623* 0693* 0.47 1.16* 1.55*
0644* 0644* 0.37 0.55 0645* 0.37 0656* 0629
0.47* 0657* 0621 .4.06 0.52* 0.22 0658* 0.37
0.50* 0652* 0.76 0603 0647* .4652 0664* 0.37
0.54* 0.58* 0.21 0661* 0652* 0.77* 0652* 0.56*
0.10 0613 .4604 0.06 MO .4606 0.05 0.15

.4.16 .4617 .4.02 0.02 .4613 0.01 .4613 .4618

...0603 ...0601 .4.07 01408 0.06 0.09 ..0608 0.03

0.57* 0.51
4639 0641

.4602 0.38 '0667 0654
0.17 0617 .4.11 0601 0601
1622* 1613* 1.13 1.79* 1.07*
2650* 2.42* 2435* 2.45* 2634*
0.69* 0.50 0676 1634 0.63

1.40 0672 0638
0.13 0652 .4.21

.4605 .0.04
5.04* 0.27 .0.02

1621* 1620*
398* 2656* 2.42*

0665 0.69
3623*

0.08* 0.08* 0609 0.02 0607* 0606 0609* 0607*
0606* 0604 0609 0622* 0.06* 0605 0.07 0604
0617* 0.16* 0.18* 0625* 0618* 0.12 0.14* 0.20*
0610* 0609* 0614* 0613 0.11* 0.05 0.09* 0612*
0.59* 0.64* 0655* 0624 0.58* 0694* 0.59* 0659*

E R 0.878 06870 06824 0.814 0.876 0.857 0.874 0.883

STANDARDIZED REGRESSION WEIGHT

TOTAL WHITE BLACK MEX4PR PUB

0.60* 0660* 0654* 0649* 0.60*

0.01 0601 0602 0.04 0601
0.01 0.00 0601 0.02 0601
0.05* 0.06* 0606* 0.03 0.05*
0.03* 0603* 0603 0.04 0.03*
0.02* 0602* 0.01 0.00 0602*
0.02* 0602* 0.04 0600 0.02*
0.05* 0606* 0.03 0.08* 0605*
0.01 0601 0.01 0.01 0601
.4.01 01.01 0600 0.00 -0601
0.00 0600 0601 4602 .4601

0.02* 0.02
.4.01 4.01

0.00 0.00 0602 .4601 0.00
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0600
0.05* 0.05* 0.06 0.10* 0.05*
0.11* 0.11* 0612* 0611* 0.10*
0.02* 0.02 0604 0606 0602

0.04* 0604* 0.04 0.01 0.03*
0.02* 0.02 0604 0.10* 0.03*
0.07* 0.07* 0.08* 0.12* 0608*
0.05V 0604* 0608* 0.07 0.05*
0.09* 0.10+. 0.10* 0.04 0.09*

BLES WHOSE ASSOCIATED RAW WEIGHTS ARE AT LEAS T FOUR TIMES THEIR STANDARD ERRORS

426
425

CATH MALE FEMALE

0.60* 0.60* 0659*

0601 0.01 0.01
0.00 0.00 0.01
0608*
0.^3 0.04* 0602
0401 0602* 0602
.4.02 0.03* 0.02
0.07* 0.05* 0.05*
0.01 0.00 0.02
0.00 0.01 .0.01
0.01 0601 0400

0.04 0602 0.01
0.00 .4.01 0600

0.00 0600
0.07* 0601 0600 1,4

0.05* 0.06* I

0.20* 0610* 0.11*
0.02 0602

0.16*

0.03 0604* 0604*
0.02 0603 0602
0.05 0.06* 0.08*
0.02 0604* 0605*
ads* 0.08o 0.09*
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4. Gains in Science as a Function of Curriculum and Dropout Status

Table 9-29 presents the analyses of gains in science scores. Table
9-29 results suggest that the science test is less sensitive to curriculum
differences. This is, of course, consistent with earlier conclusions in
the descriptive section of this report.

5. Gains in Writing Skills as a Function of Curriculum and Dropout Status

Table 9-30 presents the analysis of gains in writing skills. Like
the science test results, the estimated gains in writing skills also seem
to be less sensitive to the curriculum groupings as compared to the other
achievement areas. Similar to the results found in the other non-
quantitative areas, females in the vocational program show considerably
larger gains relative to their baseline group than do males.

The contrast between the baseline group of early dropouts and early
dropouts with special training combined with late dropouts tended to be
somewhat unstable across groups and achievement areas.

A general summary table was formed which combined late dropouts with
trained dropouts. This table presents the average standardized adjusted
gains (i.e., in pre-test standard deviation units) across tested achievement
areas by the various curriculum subclassifications.

Mean Achievement Gains by School Status and Subgroups

Subgroups

Status

Total White Black Hispanic Pub. Cath. Male Female

Late Drop/and/
or Trained

.01 .02 -.01 -.06 .00 .42 .03 -.03

Vocational

Stayer .08 .07 .10 .11 .07 .04 .12

General Stayer .12 .11 .18 .16 .11 .31 .08 .16

Academic Stayer .16 .16 .25 .16 .15 .36 .13 .21

The Table summary clearly shows the advantage that general and
academic students have over vocational students with respect to average
gains across all measured areas. The table also points out the fact that
females and, to a lesser extent, Blacks are proportionately bigger losers
when they drop out of school.



Table 9-29

DIRECT EFFECTS OF EXPLANATORY VARIABLES ON

POSTTEST SCIENCE

BY TOTAL GROUP. ETHNIC SUBGROUPS. SCHOOL TYPE, AND SEX

RAW REGRESSION WEIGHT

TOTAL WHITE BLACK MEX+PR PUB CATH MALE FEMALE

0.43* 0.42* 0.45* 0.47* 0.43* 0.39* 0.42* 0.43*

0.39* 0.38* 0.31 0.18 0.37* -0.09 0.47* 0.32*
0.00 -0.02 -0.02 0.12 -0.02 -0.09 -0.11 0.09
0.93* 0.90* 0.82* 1.35* 0.94* 0.66*
0.11 0.13 0.00 0.27 0.10 0.32 0.17 0.02
0.27* 0.21* 0.51* 0.54 0.31* -0.03 0.25 0.28*

-0.04 -0.03 -0.15 -0.11 -0.07 -0.16 0.06 -0.13
0.11* 0.12* -0.01 0.18 0.10* 0.20 0.06 0.16*
0.08* 0.08 0.05 0.13 0.08 0.09 0.05 0.11*

-0.05 -0.05 -0.05 0.20 -0.04 0.13 -0.04 -0.05
0.03 0.05 0.03 -0.05 0.04 -0.03 0.06 0.01

1.07* 1.02* 1.12* 1.08* 1.08*
0.56* 0.56* 0.33 0.75* 0.36

0.02 0.45 -1.16 0.20 -0.01
-0.14 -0.10 -0.24 -0.69 -0.27
0.51* 0.56* 0.31 0.27 0.44*
0.49* 0.54* 0.34 0.13 0.41*
0.39* 0.48* -0.01 0.26 0.31

0.10*
0.11*
0.06*
0.01
0.04

0.10* 0.11* 0.12*
0.11* 0.11* 0.11
0.06* 0.07* 0.02
0.00 0.04 0.08
0.05 0.00 0.00

0.09 -0.03
0.77 0.18 -0.53

0.42 0.62*
0.96 0.31 0.67*

0.42 0.38
0.90

0.10* 0.11* 0.11* 0.09*
0.12* 0.09* 0.11* 0.11*
0.06* 0.07* 0.06* 0.05*
0.01 -0.01 0.02 0.01
0.04 0.02 -0.02 0.11*

R 0.815 0.780 0.776 0.766 0.817 0.766 0.803 0.820

.STANDARDIZEO REGRESSION WEIGHT

TOTAL WHITE BLACK MEX+PR PUB CATH MALE FEMALE

0.42* 0.41* 0.43* 0.44* 0.42* 0.39* 0.42* 0.42*

0.03* 0.03* 0.03 0.02 0.03* -0.01 0.04* 0.03*
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00 -0.01 -0.01 0.01
0.10* 0.10* 0.10 0 0.16* 0.10* 0.08*
0.02 0.02 0.00 0.04 0.01 0.06 0.03 0.00
0.03* 0.02* 0.06* (IAA 0.03* 0.00 0.02 0.03*
0.00 0.00 -0.02 -0.01 -0.01 -0.01 0.01 -0.01
0.02* 0.03* 0.00 0.05 0.02* 0.04 0.01 0.04*
0.02* 0.02 0.02 0.04 0.02 0.02 0.01 0.03*

-0.01 -0.01 -0.01 0.03 -0.01 0.02 -0.01 -0.01
0.01 0.01 0.01 -0.02 0.01 -0.01 0.02 0.00

0.09* 0.09* 0.09* 0.09* 0.10*
0.03* 0.03* 0.02 0.04* 0.02

0.00 0.01 -0.06 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00
-0.01 -0.01 -0.02 -0.04 -0.01 0.03 0.01 -0.03
0.05* 0.06* 0.04 0.03 0.05* 0.04 0.07*
0.05* 0.06* 0.04 0.01 0.04* 0.12 0.03 0.07*
0.03* 0.04* 0.00 0.02 0.03 0.03 0.03

0.11

0.12* 0.12* 0.12* 0.12* 0.12* 0.14* 0.13* 0.11*
0.11* 0.12* 0.10* 0.09 0.12* 0.11* 0.11* 0.12*
0.12* 0.13* 0.12* 0.04 0.12* 0.17* 0.13* 0.11*
0.01 0.00 0.04 0.08 0.01 -0.02 0.02 0.01
0.01 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 -0.01 0.04*

LES WHOSE ASSOCIATED RAW WEIGHTS ARE AT LEAS T FOUR TIM6S THEIR STANDARD ERRORS
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Table 9-30

DIRECT EFFECTS OF EXPLANATORY VARIABLES DN

POSTTEST WRITING

BY TOTAL GROUP, ETHNIC SUBGROUPS, SCHOOL TYPE, AND SEX

TOTAL WHIfE

RAW REGRESSION WEIGHT

BLACK MEX+PR PUB CATH MALE FEMALE TOTAL

STAN0ARDIZE0

WHITE

REGRESSION WEIGHT

BLACK MEOPR PUB CATH MALE FEMALE

0.37* 0.36* 040* 0.28* 0.37* 0.32* 0.34* 0.38* 0.37* 0.37* 0.38* 0.28* 0.37* 0.35* 0.34* 0.39*

0.50* 0.49* 0.31 0.46 0.46* MI 0.41* 0.54* 0.04* 0.04* 0.03 0.04 0.04* 0.01 0.03* 0.05*

049 0.11 0.65 0.09 .0.19 0.07 0.11 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.06 0.01 0.02 0.01 0.01

1.30* .0.16* .0.13* 0.17* :4415* .0.16*

0.13 ..0.08 0.02 ...0.16 .0.15 0.06 0.06 -0.18 :0.02 0.01 0.00 -.0.02 0.02 0.01 0.01 .0.03

0.01 0.02 .0.18 0.26 0.04 0.15 0.09 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.03 0.00 .0.01 0.00 0.01

0.08 0.06 0.16 0.23 0.04 0.20 0.25 ...0.11 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.00 0.02 0.02 ...0.01

0.20* 0.18* 0.23 0.46* 0.20* Oen 0.18* 0.20* 0.04* 0.04* 0.05 0.11* 0.04* 0.05 0.04* 0.04*

0.05 0.02 0.07 0.05 0.06 ...0.12 0.00 MO 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.01 0.01 -0.03 0.00 0.03

0.14 0.32 ...0.15 0.17 0.05 0.23* 0.04 0.03 .0.02 0.02 -.0.01 -.0.03*

0.13* 0.12* 0.09 0.08 0.11* 0.08 0.11 0.13* 0.03* 0.03* 0.03 0.02 0.03* 0.02 0.03 0.04*

0.66* 0.61* 0.83 0.38 0.98* 0.05* 0.05* 0.06 0.03 0.08*

0.40 0.39 ...0.05 0.37 0.51 0.02 0.02 0.00 0.02 0.02

0.23
0.12

0.58
0.27

-0.08
0.17 1.14

0.24
0.06 1.22

0.28
0.28

0.12
0.23

0.01
0.01

0.02
0.01

0.00
...0.01

-0.02
'..0.06

0.01

0.00 0.04
0.01
0.01

0.00
...0.01

1.4
Ch

0.87* 0.83* 1.07 .).65 0.89* 0.49 1.25* 0.08* 0.08* MO 0.07 0.08* 0.05 0.13*

0.95* 0.88* 1.29* 0.87 0.92* 0.45 0.60 I.34* 0.09* 0.09* 0.11* 0.07 0.08* 0.06 0.05 0.14*

0.69* 0.64* 0.83 0.50 0.72* 0.11 I.28* 0.05* 0.05* 0.07 0.04 0.05* 0.01 0.10*

0.15 0.02

0.12* 0.12* 0.08 0.16* 0.11* 0.09* 0.13* 0.10* 0.12* 0.12* 0.08 0.15* 0.12* 0.11* 0.13* 0.12*

0.08* 0.07* 0.14* 0.13* 0.09* 0.07 0.10* 0.06* 0.08* 0.07* 0.11* 0.11* 0.08* 0.08 0.09* 0.07*

0.07* 0.07* 0.07* 0.07* 0.07* 0.07* 0.08* 0.06* 0.13* 0.14* 0.10* Oen* 0.13* 0.16* 0.16* 0.11*

0.04* 0.04 0.09 0.09 0.05* 0.05* 0.03 0.04* 0.03 0.07 047 0.05* 0.01 0.05* 0.03

0.18* 0.21* 0.14 0.11 0.19* 0.20 0.19* 0.18* 0.06* 0.07* 0.04 0.04 0.06* 0.08 0.0A* 0.06*

R 0.796 0.780 0.753 0.754 0.795 0.734 0.777 0.796

ES WHOSE ASSOCIATED RAW WEIGHTS ARE AT LEAS I FDUR TIMES THEIR STANDARD ERRORS

431



-.377-

6. Gains in Educational and Occupational Aspirations

Table 9-31 presents the results of the analysis of gains in educa-
tional aspirations from the sophomore to senior years. Inspection of the
significant regression weights suggests that Blacks were much more likely
to adjust their educational aspirations upward than were Whites or
Hispanics. Base year SES, mothers' aspirations for the child's education,
parental role, and non-school-related learning all had positive effects
on the upward adjustment of the students' educational aspirations. Being
in the academic or general curriculum (as opposed to dropping out) was
also positively and significantly related to positisre.changes in educational
aspirations. It is also interesting to note that among the tested
sophomore skills only mathematics and writing were related to gains in
educational aspirations.

Table 9-32 presents the results of the analysis of gains in occupa-
tional aspirations from the sophomore to the senior years.

Table 9-32 indicates that the significant demographic variables that
are related to upward changes in occupational aspirations are:

o Blacks - Blacks are more likely to shift their occupational
aspirations upward than are Whites.

o Females - females are more likely to shift their occupational
aspirations upward from the sophomore to the senior years than
are males.

o Community type - males from urban and suburban communities are much
more likely than females from similar communities to shift their
occupational aspirations upward.

o SES - higher SES individuals were more likely to shift their
occupational aspirations upward (with the exception of Blacks).

The only family educational support variable that was consistent
(across all subgroups) related to upward shifts in occupational aspirations
was mother's educational aspirations for her child.

When in-school students are compared with early dropouts, all cur-
riculum groups were more likely to shift aspirations upward than were the
dropouts. The greater gains being among the academic students followed
by the general and finally the vocational st....ients. However, in-school
Catholic school students are no more likely to shift their aspirations
upward than are their dropout counterparts. There is also a less strong
relationship for females between staying in school versus dropping out
and gains in occupational aspirations. It is possible that the females
are more likely than males to lock into their career goals early in
life.
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Table 9-31

DIRECT EFFECTS OF EXPLANATORY VARIABLES ON

FOLLOWUP EDUCATIONAL ASPIRATIONS

BY TOTAL GROUP, ETHNIC SUBGROUPS, SCHOOL TYPE, AND SEX

RAW REGRESSION WEIGHT
0.11.11

TOTAL

STANDARDIZED

WHITE

REGRESSION WEIGHT
1.1.1.1

BLACK MEXOR PUB CATH MALE FEMALE
TOTAL WHITE

.410.111MO OMMPOINIMM MMM1M

BLACK MEX4PR PUB CATH HALE FENALE

0.31* 0.33* 0.23* 0.23* 0.31* 0.36* 0.30* 0.32* 0.32* 0.34* 0.25* 0.24* 0.32* 0.37* 0.30* 0.33*

0.00 0.00 0.01 0.02 0.01 0.03 4.05 0.06 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.01 4.02 0.02

0.01* 0.01* 0.00 0.02 0.01* 0.00 0.01 0.01* 0.04* 0.04* 4.01 0.08 0.04* 4.01 0.04 0.05*

4.03 0.06 0.09 4.06 0.02 4.03 4.03 0.02 4.01 4.02 0.04 4.03 4.01 4.01 4.01 4.01

0.02 0.05 4.16* 4.11 0.01 0.09 0.01 0.02 4.08* 4.05 0.00 0.05

0.18* 0.18* 0.15* 0.09 0.17* 0.13* 0.19* 0.16* 0.12* 0.12* MO* 0.06 0.11* 0.09* 0.13* 0.11*

0.01 4.02 0.09 0.00 4.01 4.07 0.00 4.02 0.00 4.01 0.04 0.00 0.00 4.03 0.00 4.01

GOP 0.06* 0.11 0.10 0.07* 0.02 0.09* 0.06 0.03* 0.03* 0.05 0.04 0.03* 0.01 0.04* 0.03

0.10* 0.10* 0.08* 0.14* 0.10* 0.06 0.11* 0.09* 0.10* 0.09* 0.08* 0.15* 0.10* 0.05 0.11* 0.08*

0.05* 0.05* 0.05 0.05 0.05* .0.05 0.04* 0.05* 0.05* 0.05* 0.06 0.06 0.05* 0.05 0.04* 0.06*

1 0.05* 0.04 0.09 0.09 0.07* 4.06 0.05 0.06* 0.03* 0.02 0.05 0.05 0.04* 4.04 0.03 0.03*

) 4.01 4.01 0.01 0.00 4.01 0.05 4.01 0.00 4.01 4.01 0.01 4.01 4.01 0.05 4.02 0.00

4.31* 4.32* 4.37* 4.22* .4.40* 4.11* 4.12* 4.11* 4.08* 4.15*

4.24* 4.26* 4.21 4.23* 4.25* 4.05* 4.06* 4.05 4.05* 4.05*
I

14

0.13 0.06 0.25 0.57* 0.14 0.07 0.22 0.02 0.01 0.05 0.10* 0.02 0.01 0.03 01

P 4.13* 4.19* 0.10 0.08 4.12 1.01* 4.15 4.10 4.03* 4.04* 0.03 0.02 4.03 4.14* 4.04 4.02 I

0.13* 0.07 0.35* 0.39* 0.14* 0.08 0.18* 0.06* 0.03 0.16* 0.18* 0.06* 0.03 0.08*

C 0.27* 0.20* 0.51* 0.51* 0.27* 0.11 0.25* 0.29* 0.12* 0.09* 0.21* 0.19* 0.11* 0.05 0.11* 0.13*

N 0.01 4.06 0.26 0.29* 0.02
4.01

0.01 0.03 0.00 4.02 0.11 0.11* 0.01
4.01

0.00 0.01

0 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.00 0.01 0.02 0.02 0.05 0.00 0.02 0.08 0.02 0.03

0.01* 0.01* 0.00 0.00 0.01* 0.00 0.01* 0.01* 0.07* 048* 0.01 4.01 0.08* 0.04 0.07* 0.06*

0.00 0.00 0.01 0.02 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.01 0.05 0.08 0.03 0.00 0.02 0.02

0.01* 0.01* 0.02 0.02 0.01* 0.01 0.01* 0.01 0.05* 0.04* 0.07 0.10 0.04* 0.05 0.06* 0.03

0.07* 0.07* 0.06* 0.10* 0.07* 0.08* 0.08* 0.05* 0.10* 0.10* 0.09* 0.15* 0.10* 0.13* 0.13* 0.07*

E A 0.717 0.730 0.627 0.704 0.710 0.695 0.725 0.710

ILES WHOSE ASSOCIATED RAW WEIGHTS ARE AT LEAS T FOUR TIMES THEIR STANDARD ERRORS
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Table 9-32

OIRECT EFFECTS OF EXPLANATORY VARIABLES ON

FOLLOWUP OCCUPATIONAL ASPIRATIONS

BY TOTAL GROUP. ETHNIC SUBGROUPS, SCHOOL TYPE. ANO SEX

RAW REGRESSION WEIGHT

TOTAL WHITE BLACK MEXOR PUS CATH MALE FEMALE

8 0.25* 0.25* 0.19* 0.27* 0.24* 0.25* 0.28* 0.20*
0.12 0.06 0.22 0.65 0.12 0.00 0.06 0.22
0.04* 0.04* 0.00 0.07 0.04* 0.00 0.05* 0.03

-0.19 -0.23 0.04 -1.52 -0.18 -0.39 -0.19 -0.13
-0.67* -0.64* -0.62* -1.15* -0.71* -.1.15
0.20* 0.24* -0.14 0.31 0.18* 0.38* 0.25* 0.15
0.06 0.02 0.17 0.14 0.02 0.14 0.10 -0.06
0.25* 0.22* 0.38 0.32 0.25* 0.07 0.39* 0.03
0.34* 0.35* 034* 0.17 0.35* 0.22 0.34* 0.29*
0.06 0.06 0.05 0.12 0.07 0.01 0.07 0.09
0.04 -0.01 0.18 0.29 0.03 0.26 0.13 -0.08
0.02 0.02 0.13 -.1.17 0.02 -.1.16 -.1.01 0.05

-q1.78* -0.79* -0.61 -0.91* -1.50*
-0.35 -.1.36 -.0.21 -.0.63* 0.00

0.03 -0.30
0.19 0.14
0.49* 0.45*
0.82* 0.82*
0.24 0.19

0.01 0.01
0.03* 0.03*

-.1.01 -0.01
0.02 0.02
0.12* 0.14*

0.88 0.32 0.09 0.04 0.10
0.71 0.19 0.24 -.0.65 0.31 0.02
1.02* 0.42 0.52* 0.73* 0.20
1.09* 0.73 0.87* -0.08 1.09* 0.56*
0.84 0.03 0.30 0.33 0.16

0.05 -0.06 0.01 0.02 0.01 0.01
0.02 0.03 0.03* 0.02 0.03* 0.03*
0.02 -.0.01 0.00 0.04 -.0.02 0.01
0.02 0.05 0.02 0.00 0.04* -.1.02
0.00 0.13 0.12* 0.15 0.15* 0.07

E R 0.575 0.592 0.468 0.573 0.571 0.519 0.621 0.450

STANOARDIZED REGRESSION WEIGHT

TOTAL WHITE 'BLACK MEXfPR PUB CATH MALE FEMALE

0.26* 0.27* 0.20* 0.28* 0.26* 0.29* 0.29* 0.22*
0.01 0.01 0.03 0.08 0.02 0.00 0.01 0.03
0.06* 0.07* 0.00 0.09 0.06* 0.00 0.08* 0.06

-0.02 -0.03 0.01 -0.07 -.1.02 -0.05 -1.02 -0.02
-0.11* -0.10* -.0.10* -0.18* -0.11*
0.05* 0.05* -q1.03 0.06 0.04* 0.10* 0.05* 0.04
0.01 0.00 0.03 0.02 0.00 0.02 0.01 -0.01
0.04* 0.03* 0.05 0.04 044* 0.01 0.06* 0.01
0.11* 0.11* 0.12* 0.06 0.11* 0.08 0.11* 0.10*
0.02 0.02 0.02 0.04 0.03 0.00 0.02 0.04
0.01 0.00 0.04 0.05 0.00 0.06 0.02 -0.02
0.01 0.01 0.07 -0.08 0.01 -.1.07 -0.01 0.02

-0.10* -0.10* -0.08 .-0.11*
-0.02 .-0.04* 0.00

0.00 -0.01 0.06 0.02
0.01 0.01 0.07 0.01
0.08* 0.07* 0.16* 0.06
0.12* 0.12* 0.16* 0.09
0.03 0.02 0.12 0.00

0.00
0.02 -0.04
0.08*
0.12* -0.02
0.04

-0.04

0.00 0.00
0.02 0.00
0.11* 0.04
0.15* 0.10*
0.04 0.02

0.01 0.01 0.06 -0.07 0.01 0.04 0.01 0.02
0.08* 0.08* 0.05 0.07 0.08* 0.07 0.08* 0.09*

-.0.01 -.1.01 0.03 -.0.01 -0.01 0.06 -0.02 0.02
0.04 0.03 0.04 0.08 0.04 0.00 0.07* .$3.04

0.06* 0.07* 0.00 0.06 0.06* 0.09 0.07* 0.04

BLES WHOSE ASSOCIATED RAW WEIGHTS ARE AT LEAS T FOUR TIWES THEIR STANDARD ERRORS
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Chapter 10

A FURYHER ANALYSIS OF THE EFFECTS OF DROPPING
OUT ON ACHIEVEMENT GAINS

A. INTRODUCTION

The following analysis of data from the High School and Beyond
sample (Jones, et al., 1983) attempts to estimate the effect that
dropping out of high school has on the subsequent academic achievement
of students in the United States who typically drop out. Unlike
Chapter 9 this analysis is devoted entirely to contrasting the tested

achievement gains of those who stayed in school with those who dropped
out. This chapter used somewhat different methodology in contrasting
the gains of dropouts with school stayers. In Chapter 9, analysis
of covariance was used to control for pre-existing differences between
school stayers and dropouts. The analysis carried out here uses
both matching and covariance procedures in estimating the differential
achievement gains. There are, of course, tradeoffs in using one or the
other of these two procedures. The present analysis must work with a
smaller sample size because of the nature of the matching procedure.
While the statistical matching in Chapter 9 uses a larger sample size
and, as a result, may be used to investigate the impact of dropping
out on subgroups, it also has the potential for yielding less precise
estimates of the effects. Fortunately, both methods yielded similar
results.

The methodologieal goals of this analysis include the following:

o To compare each dropout with a matched student from the
same school,

(0 controlling systematic differences between schools and
school districts that may differentially affect dropouts
and others, since dropouts are more prevalent in some
schools than in others,

(ii) addressing, under a simple model, the two-stage sampling
employed in the High School and Beyond survey,

(iii) reducing the dropout-vs-other difference in observed
covariates, thereby increasing the robustness of
subsequent model-based adjustments.

o .To use covariance adjustment within matched pairs to control
biases due to imbalances in observed covariates that remain
after matching.
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B. THE SAMPLE: A TWO-STAGE SAMPLE OF U.S. HIGH SCHOOL SOPHOMORES,
WITH FOLLOW-UP

The High School and Beyond sample, described in detail by Jones,
et al. (1983) contains a stratified two-stage sample of high school
sophomores in the United States in 1980, and follow-up of these
sophomores in their senior year, 1982. High schools were stratified
on the basis of school type and geographic characteristics, with some
disproportionate over-sampling of strata containing types of schools

deemed especially interesting. A simple random sample of 36 sophomores
was selected within each school. Eighty-four percent of selected
sophomores completed a questionnaire describing their'perceptions of
themselves and their education, and 77 percent completed an exam
covering vocabulary, reading, math, science, and writing.

If still enrolled in the same school, the same students were
surveyed and tested again two years later, with some losses of schools
due to school closings, school mergings, etc. Forty of the original
1,015 sampled schools dropped out; of those students remaining, 96 percent
are reported to have been resurveyed. Of those students no longer
enrolled, a sample of 2,601 dropouts was selected, among whom 88 percent
responded to a follow-up questionnaire and 78 percent responded to a follow-
up exam, after being offered $5 for completing the questionnaire and $10
for completing the exam. There is additional non-response, of varying
degree, to specific items on the questionnaire: for example, of the 2,289
dropouts who appear to have responded to the questionnaire, 2,022 (or 88
percent) responded to a question concerning number of siblings, whereas
1,379 (or 60 percent) responded to a question about father's education.

C. COMPARISON OF DROPOUTS AND STAYERS IN THEIR SOPHOMORE YEAR (BEFORE
EVENTUAL DROPOUTS LEFT SCHOOL)

Figure 10-1 is a stem and leaf display of 227 conventional two-
sample t-statistics comparing dropouts with students who remained in
school for 227 continuous, ordered or dichotomous baseline variables;
that is for 227 variables measured in the sophomore year while the
eventual dropouts were still in school. These t-statistics are used as
an informal and familiar measure, rather than as an aid to formal
hypothesis testing, since such testing would require allowance for the

cluster sampling. Table 10-1 examines the variables with the largest
t-statistics in greater detail. As one might expect, the students who
eventually dropped out, who were somewhat older than the students who
remained in school, reported greater problems with attendance, lower
grades and less ambitious plans for education after high school. It

is interesting to note, however, that, although eventual dropouts
were more likely than stayers to have doubts about completing high school,
the vast majority of students who eventually dropped out said in their
sophomore year that they expected to graduate (EXP GRAD in Table 10-1).
Other variables with large t-statistics in Figure 10-1 but not listed
in Table 10-2 indicated that dropouts more often reported:
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a) lower socioeconomic status,

b) having changed school since fifth grade,

c) having been suspended from class,

d) having cut classes,

e) more frequent dating,

0 spending less time on hoinework,

g) having frequentl- been late for school,

h) having disciplinary problems,

0 being non-White.

D. CONSTRUCTION OF A MATCHED SUBSAMPLE WITHIN EACH SCHOOL

1. Advantages of Matching: Robustness; Control of School Factors;
Elimination of the Between-School Component of Variation

Each dropout with sufficiently complete sophomore-year data was
matched with a student from the same high-school who remained in school.
The matching was based on a matching index resembling an estimated
propensity score (e.g., Rosenbaum and Rubin 1985a), and is described in

detail in the above reference. The matching is followed by covariance
adjustment of matched pair differences. The use of matched subsampling
was motivated by the following considerations.

a. Robustness to Mis-Specification of an Aaalysis of Covariance Model.
In conducting simulation studies, Rubin 1-1973b, 1979) has found that

covariance adjustment of matched pair differences is a more robust method
of estimating a treatment effect than covariance adjustment of unmatched
random samples, in the sense that the former method is less dependent on
the linear model assumptions yielding relatively good estimates when the
regressions are actually nonlinear but are modelled as linear. Indeed, in
some of Rubin's more extreme examples, covariance adjustment of unmatched
responses actually increases the bias above what would be obtained without
adjustments of any kind, whereas, in his examples, covariance adjustment
of matched pairs in each case decreases bias. The intuition here is that,

in observational studies, unmatched treated and control groups often differ
substantially on the pretreatment variables x for which adjustments will be
made, so that information on the relationship between the response and
among controls in the region of the x-space containing few treated units
may provide little useful information about the relevant x-region
containing many treated units. Moreover, if the model is mis-specified,
data from the x-region containing few treated units can actually be
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misleading. A linear approximation to a nonlinear regression may be
acceptable in the narrow relevant portion of the x-space, but a linear
approximation over the whole x-space may be poor. In the current context,
information on the most able students may be of limited value in estimating
the effect that dropping out has on students who do so.

b. The High School as a Covariate. Each dropout was matched to a
student from his or her own high school who remained in school. This
procedure controls all observed and unobserved pretreatment variables
that are constant for all students within a school (e.g., average
per-pupil expenditures) and, moreover, provides good control for
geographic variables (e.g., urban vs. suburban vs. rural residence.)

2. Matching within Schools

Matphing within schools was based on a matching index analogous to
the propensity score (Rosenbaum and Rubin 1983a, 1984, 1985a). The index
was computed from the five sophomore-year test scores and 28 other
pretreatment variables with the largest dropout-vs.-stayer t-statistics:
the index is an estimate of the conditional probability of dropping out
given these 32 sophomore-year predictors. The weights used in the index
were estimated from the 14,268 stayers and 924 dropouts with complete
data on the 32 variables. The index was then computed for all 21,864
stayers and 2,166 droupouts who were missing fewer than 10 of these 32
sophomore-year variables, with missing data replaced by the stayer mean
for stayers and the dropout mean for dropouts. The distribution ofthe
resulting index is given in Table 10-2. Note that only 2 percent of the
stayers hE e index values about .3, whereas 29 percent of the dropouts
have index values above .3--the distributions are quite different.
Still, since there are 21,864 stayers, there are 521 stayers with index
values above .3, so many of the 628 dropouts with index values above .3
can matched with stayers also having index values above .3. For
subs antially higher values of the index, the absolute number of stayers
is inadequate. As a result, matching alone can reduce, but cannot
completely control, bias in the index.

Although this matching index closely resembles a propensity score,
strictly speaking, the propensity score would condition on both the
32 va.iables and the 1,015 binary variables indicating the high school a

student attends. Nonetheless, as will now be seen, matching within
schools on this index does reduce the dropout-vs.-stayer imbalance in
pretreatment variables.

Dropouts were matched sequentially: (a) the first dropout in a
school was matched with the stayer in the same school who had the nearest
value on the matching index; (b) that pair was removed from the lists of
available students; (c) the process was repeated for the next available
dropout and the remain4ag available stayers. This process is nearest
available matching (Rubin 1973a) applied within schools.
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3. Effect of Matching: Substantial Reductions in Bias with Slbstantial
Bias Remaining

Before matching, the mean value of the matching index was .247 for
dropouts and .064 for stayers. For matched stayers, the mean value of
the index was .181, so the percent reduction in bias in this index
was

_-

10+77247-.181

247-.064 =614 ;

i.e., the matched groups are far more similar than the unmatched groups,
but substantial differences remain. Tables 10-3 and 10-4 show the impact
of matching on the five test scores and the seven other variables with
the largest baseline t-statistics: for each of these variables, there
is, again, a substantial reduction in bias, but substantial differences
remain. Further analytical adjustments are clearly required.

E. APPLYING COVARIANCE ADJUSTMENT TO MATCHED PAIR DIFFERENCE

1. The Effect of Dropping Out

In principle, each student has two potential test scores: the score
RI that would be observed if the student dropped out, and the score RO
that would be observed if the student remained in school. The effect

dropping out has on this student is a comparison of the two potential
responses for this student, such as RI-RO. This is the traditional
definition of a treatment effect that is used in the literature on
experimental design (e.g., Fisher, 1935; Kempthorne, 1952; Cox, 1958;
Scheffe, 1959) and has been applied to observational studies by Rubin
(1974, 1977, 1978), Hamilton (1979), Holland and Rubin (1983), Rosenbaum

and Rubin (1983a,b, 1985b) and Rosenbaum (1984a,b,c,).

Let Z indicate whether or not a student actually drops out: Z = 1 if

the student drops out, and Z = 0 if the student remains in school. We
observe RI only for students who actually drop out,"that is students
with Z = 1; similarly RO is observed only for students who remain in
school (Z = 0). We wish to estimate the average effect that dropping out
has on students who drop out (i.e., on students with Z = 1), that is
E(R1-ROlz = 1) (see Rosenbaum and Rubin (1985b) for related discussion).

2. A.Linear Model with Additive School Parameters

The essence of this model is that we may estimate gain by differencing
the responses of the dropout and the stayer within each matched pair and
linearly regressing those differences on the within-pair differences on

covariate values. Rubin (1973b, 1979) has studied this procedure using
simulation and has found it to be robust against violations of the linear
model.

441
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3. Results of Applying Covariance Adjustment to Matched Pair Differences

Table 10-5 summarizes the estimated losses due to dropping out for
each exam score in 1982, Table 10-5 contains estimates of gain from two
regressions, labeled "short" and "long." The estimate labeled "short" is
based on 1,034 matched pairs with complete data on a short list of 13
covariates (X); the estimate labeled "long" is based on 609 matched pairs
with complete data on a longer list of 24 covariates, including the 13
covariates on the short list. In other words, the "short" estimate is
based on a larger and more representative group of dropouts than the
"long" estimate, but it provides poorer control for some sophomore-year
differences. We would hope these two estimates would be fairly similar,
and to a considerable extent, they are.

Also reported in Table 10-5 are the estimates of gain obtained by
deleting from the regression the matched pair yielding the largest
Cook's (1977) distance. Again, this change has only a slight effect
on the estimate of loss.

For all five exams, the estimate of gain is negative, suggesting,
as one would anticipate, that dropping out has a detrimental effect.
The largest decline is in mathematics. The estimates based on this
analysis are similar to those given in Chapter 9 which, in turn, were
based on somewhat different group contrasts.
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Figure 10-1

STEM AND LEAF DISPLAY OF ABSOLUTE t-STATISTICS COMPARING DROPOUTS WITH OTHERS
FOR 227 CONTINUOUS OR DICHOTOMOUS BASELIN7: COVARIATES

Depth

0* 0000000000000111111111 22
OT 2222222222333333333333 44
OF 44444444444444444555555555555555555 79
OS 66666666666666667777777 102

88888888888889999999999999 (26)
1* 00000001111111 99
1T 2222223333333333 85
1F 44444444444555555 69
1S 6666667777777 52
1 8888899 39
2* 011111 32
2T 22223333 26
2F 4455 18
2S 677 14
2 8899 11
3* 0 7
3T 2 6
3F 5 5
3S 6 4
3

4*
4T 3 3
4F 4 2
4S 7 1

4

Depth t-Statistics Ranges

Median 114 8

Quartiles 57.5 4 14 10
Extremes 1 0 47 47



Table 10-1

COVARIATES WITH THE LARGEST BASELINE t -STATISTICS COMPARING DROPOUTS (DR) AND OTHERS (0T)

Description

Standard Standardized

Mean Deviation Difference* t-Statistic

Days absent but not ill. DR 2.4 1.7 88 47.7
0 0; 6 . 21+ OT 1.1 1.2

Expects to graduate from high school. DR 3.64 .70 -.59 -44.4
1 No; 4 Yes OT 3.95 .26

Grades so far in high school DR 4.1 1.6 -.92 -43.2

1 . Below D; 8 Mostly A OT 5.5 1.5

Educational aspirations. DR 2.6 1.0 -.82 -36.3

1-Less than High School Degree; 5-Graduate Degree OT 3.4 1.1

DR 16.0 .9 .67 35.5

OT 15.5 .6

Plans to go to college. DR 1.6 1.5 -.84 -32.1

0-NO; 4-YES, Right after High School OT 2.8 1.5

Have ability to complete college. DR 3.3 1.2 -.63 -30.6

lodefinitely not; 5-definitely OT 4.0 1.0

445
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Figure 10-2

Cumulative Distribution of the Matching Index for Droputs and Stayers

Index Value Dropouts Stayers

1 14% 72%
2 44 92
3 71 98
4 86 99
5 93 100-
6 96 100-
7 98 100-
8 100- 100-
9 100- 100-

Sample Size 2166 21864
Mean .247 .06'
Standard Deviation .155 .094

Standardized Difference = 1.43
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Table 10-3

ENBALANCE AFTER MATCHING FOR VARIABLES

WITH THE LARGEST BASELINE DIFFERENCES

Ile

(Dropout Mean)

(Other Mean) (Matched Control Mean)

Percent Reduction

in Bias

Standardized

Difference*

t-Statistic

.

1 2.4

1.1 2.0

68 .28 8.3

LAD 3.6

4.0 3.8

45 -.31 -9.1

1 4.1

5.5 4.6

71 -.26 -8.5

'IR 2.6

3.4 2.8

69 -.25 -8.2

16.0

15.5 15.8

65 .23 6.8

:OL 1.6

2.8 1.9

72 -.21 -6.4

IIL

/

3.6

4.0 3.6

67 -.21 -6.3
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Table 10-4

BASELINE IRT SCORES BEFORE AND AFTER MATCHING
(DR Dropouts; OT All Others; MC es Matched Controls)

Score Group Mean
Standard
Deviation

Standardized
Difference t-Statistic

% Reduction
in Bias

VOCABULARY DR 5.3 4.6
OT 8.9 5.3 -.74 30.0
MC 6.2 4.7 -.18 4.6 75

READING DR 4.0 3.9

OT 7.1 4.8 -.69 27.5
MC 4.9 4.1 -.19 5.1 73

MATHEMATICS DR 5.6 7.2
OT 13.3 9.9 -.89 34.0
MC 7.5 7.8 -.22 6.5 76

SCIENCE DR 6.2 4.2
OT 9.1 4.5 -.65 27.0
MC 6.9 4.2 -.15 4.6 77

WRITING DR 5.1 4.8

OT 8.8 5.0 -.76 31.2
MC 6.1 4.8 -.20 4.7 74

449
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Table 10-5

ESTIMATE OF THE EFFECT THAT DROPPING OUT HAS ON SENIOR YEAR IRT TEST SCORES

Exam

All Complete Observations

Estimated Loss
after Deleting
the Case with

Estimated Standard the Largest
Covariates R2 Loss Error t-Statistic Cook's Distance

Vocabulary Short .57 -.42 .15 -2.7 -.43
Long .59 -.53 .21 -2.6 -.57

Reading Short .51 -.42 .14 -3.0 -.44
Long .51 -.38 .19 -2.0 -.34

Math Short .53 -1.18 .24 -4.8 -1.13
Long .55 -1.12 .33 -3.4 -1.12

Science Short .48 -.38 .14 -2.6 -.39
Long .51 -.38 .18 -2.0 -.41

Writing Short .48 -.44 .17 -2.6 -.45
Long .49 -.61 .23 -2.6 -.57
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Chapter 11

SCHOOL LEVEL ANALYSIS

A. INTRODUCTION

This chapter describes the results of a school level analysis.
The analytical approach used in this chapter is driven by two primary
questions: (1) What are the school processes that explain between-school
variation in achievement gains? and, (2) Do members of different social
classes and/or ethnic groups have equal access to these school processes?

The school sample consisted of 807 schools with ten or more students
who have pre- and post-test scores on any one of five achievement tests.
The analysis is restricted to public and Catholic schools. The data
consist of two types of variables--school descriptors that are aggregates
of individual level scores, and school descriptors that reflect responses
to the school level questionnaire. The variables are classified into ten
blocks. Each block, in turn, consists of a set of school descriptors
that are logically and internally consistent. The blocks are as follows:

O School Level Demographics: Percentage of student body that is
White, percentage that is female, average age of base-year
students, base-year school mean SES, percentage of respondents in
a school who report that their mothers worked full-time while
they were in high school, percentage of students that report that
they are living in their home with both parents, school size,
public versus Catholic school, percentage of students who report
that they intend going to college, percentage of students that
need remedial help, and percentage of students who enter the
tenth grade but do not graduate ("1" less than 10 percent, "0"
otherwise).

o Home Educational Support System: Number of study aids in the
home, mother's educational aspirations for the child, number of
non-school related learning experiences, student's report of the
extent of parents' role in their education, whether or not parents
monitor their school work and activities, whether or not parents
have plans for the student after high school, and the extent of
parents' involvement in school organizations.

o Non-School Student Behaviors: Hours worked last week for pay,
amount of TV watching, amount of outside reading, frequency of
reading the newspaper, and amount of participation in other
social activities.

o Student Values and Attitudes: Occupational aspirations at age
30, locus of control from base year, self-esteem from base year,
whether one likes to work hard in school, and whether one finds
studying mathematics and/or English interesting.
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o Student School Behaviors: Hours spent on homework, number of
non-remedial courses in mathematics, science and foreign languages,
participation in academic activities (e.g., debating, drama,
honorary clubs), and mean rate of student absenteeism.

o Student Ratings of School Quality: Ratings of the physical
plant, ratings of teacher quality, ratings of the quality of
academic instruction, and ratings of the school's reputation in
the community.

o Staff Characteristics: Percentage of staff with'master's or
Ph.D. degrees ("0" if less than 50 percent and "1" otherwise),
and percent of teachers leaving since last year ("1" if less than
20 percent, otherwise "0").

o Academic Emphasis: Number of advanced course offerings, percentage
of students in the academic program, number of required courses
for college preparation in mathematics, science and foreign
languages, and the availability of remediation.

o School Resources: Cost per student, number of teachers per 100
students, and length of the school year in terms of hours of
instruction.

o School Climate: Severity of parents' lack of interest in student's
progress ("1" serious, "4" no problem), severity of teacher
absenteeism ("1" serious, "4" no problem), amount of disciplinary
problems (reversed scale of students talking back, etc.), number
of school rules that are enforced, and percent of teachers that
are strict.

Although there are ten rational clusters of variables, the first
four clusters along with base-year test scores can be considered school
inputs. That is, school demographics, the home educational support
system, non-school learning activities, and student attitudes and values
are not under the control of the school system. These four blocks, along
with base-year test scores, provide a baseline against which increments in
explained between-school variance due to the separate school blocks can
be evaluated. The logic for the causal ordering follows that of the
models presented in Chapter 9. Because of the many available school
input and process variables and the fact that it is difficult to be
confident about the causal ordering among the process variables, the
primary analysis model will be a hierarchical regression rather than
a path analysis. The logic underlying the ordering of the blocks in the
hierarchical regression is depicted in the following schematic:

Demographics Base Year Senior
and Test School Test

Home Educational Scores Processes Scores
Support System

4 52
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This school level hierarchical analysis differs from the path
analysis, as carried out at the individual level, in one other way. The
difference is in how gains are operationally defined. For ease of
interpretation, we have chosen to use the raw differences between post-test
and pre-test scores as the final outcome while controlling for the pre-test
score. The results will only differ by a scale factor from the more
typical analysis that uses post-test as the final outcome and simply
controls for the pre-tests. This latter approach was used in the individual
level path analysis models in Chapter 9. We have gone to the pre-test-
adjusted raw gains because they make the interpretation of the structure
coefficients that accompany the hierarchical regressions more meaningful.
The structure coefficients are the correlations between the individual
explanatory variables and the linear function that best predicts the
outcomes (raw gains). Ir :hose cases where there are many potential
explanatory variables and thus the potential for relatively high
colinearities between variables, the reliance on the structure co-
efficients rather than partial regression coefficients for interpretation
purposes would seem desirable.

The use of multiple base-year achievement test scores to control for
initial status at the school level ma,, make the interpretation of individual
regression coefficients even more risky because of the generally greater
colinearities found between school means. Ln order to investigate the
robustness of the estimates of school effects when using single versus
multiple pre-tests as covariates, the analysis was run both ways. However,
before making the decision to use multiple tests as covariates at all,
the analysis was run to see if the gains in explained variance using
multiple tests justified the potential increase in colinearities and
possible problems in the interpretation of the regression weights. The
following tohle shows the correlations squared (r2) between the raw
gains and :re *,, -,priatr single test as a covariate, and the analogous
multiple cc,rrc.".E:lou squared (R2) when all base-year tests are used as
covariates.

-3cabulary Reading Mathematics Science Writing

r2 007 .010 .023 .022 .053

R2 .125 .169 .098 .136 .196

All .ne above increments in R2 are statistically significant. The
differencei in R2 are sufficiently large to justify estimating the school
effects under both control conditions (i.e., single pre-test versus multiple
pre-tests). The two different control conditions also imply somewhat different
rabstantive models. The multiple pre-test model estimates the effects of
school processes on gains independent of overall or general base-year achieve-
ment. The single pre-test model does not attempt to control for general
adhievement level and implicitly assumes that the other potential -.!asures are
either not relevant to gains or are legitimately part of the school effects
that one is attempting to estimate. If the latter assumption were true,

453
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estimating school effects using all the pre-tests for controls could

yield underestimates of school effects on any one specific achievement

area. Rather than argue the validity of one model over the other,

estimates will obtained and compared using both approaches.

Table 11-1 presents the increments in R2 due to the addition of

separate schoA blocks after controlling for school demographic input and

all sophomere test scores. Table 11-2 shows the parallel information

when controlling for demographic inputs and only a single pre-test.

Inspection of Table 11-1 indicates that the inputs (school demo-

graphics, home educational supports, non-school student behaviors, values

and attitqees, and base-year test scores) explain from about 50 percent

to 80 percent of the total predictable between-school variance in gains.

Not surprisingly, when a single pre-test (see Table 11-2) is used as the

control for base-year status, the inputs account for slightly less on

average. Total school effects are measured as the incremental difference

in terms of percentages between the full model R2 and the R2 based on

inputs al:ne (demographics and test scores). Total school effects for

various hievement areas and control conditions are summarized below:

Percent Increment in Baseline 0 Due to School Effects

Vocabulary Reading Mathematics Science Writing

Percent Increment Due
to School Eff.,:cte for:

Single Pre-teat 39.6 67.3 57.6 51.4 32.6

Multiple Prv-tests 89.4 44.7 44.1 42.1 23.8

Thc percent increment is based on using the baseline R2 as the denominator

in computing the percent increment.

The much larger increment associated with the school effects for

vocabulary when multiple pre-tests are used suggests that the vocabulary

estimates of the total school effects are somewhat unstable and should be

viewed cautiously. There appears to be considerable suppressor effecte

operating among the school process variables and inputs when multiole

pre-tests are included as controls. This situation is indicated

relatively high R2 for the full model, yet showing relatively small

increments for the individual school blocks as shown in Table 11-.7 It

it, felt that contributions of the individual school blocks better reflect

rhr school effects contribution in the presence of high colinearities

than does the total school effects block.

Contributions of the individual school blocks in terms of percentages

are calculated the same way they were for the total school effects. That is,

the increment in R2 of an individual school block beyond that explained

by the baseline inputs is divided by the baseline R.



TABLE 11-1

INCREMENTS IN 112 DUE TO THE ADDITION OF SEPARATE SCHOOL BLOCKS AFTER CONTROLLING FOR SCHOOL
DEMOGRAPHIC INPUTS AND MULTIPLE SOPHOMORE PRETESTS

SCHOOL INPUTS

VOCABULARY READING ,Tz-7 INC.'
MATHEMATICS
112-i711C.1

SCIENCE

12-1 INC.1
WRITING12-1 INC4

INC.1

SCHOOL DEMOGRAPHICS
SOME INFLUENCES, NON-SCHOOL .205 .106 .237 .101 --- .116 ---
LEARNING BEHAVIOR, AND
SASE YEAR ATTITUDES AND
ASPIRATIONS

SCHOOL INPUTS PLUS
BASE YEAR VOCABULARY, READING,

SCIENCE AND .321 .284 .311 .228 .332,HATHEMATICS,
WRITING

SCHOOL INPUTS, INITIAL SCORES
PUS INCREMENTS DUE TO SEPARATE
SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS AND/OR
PROCESSES
STUDENT SCHOOL BEHAVIORS .381 18.7 .290 2.1 .375 20.6 .233 2.2 .343 3.3
STUDENT RATINGS OF SCHOOL QUALITIES .323 0.0 .291 2.3 .324 4.2 .237 3.9 .333 0.0
STAFF CNARACTERISTLIS .324 1.0 .286 1.0 .324 4.2 .245 7.5 .343 3.3
ACADEMIC EMPHASIS .327 1.8 .343 20.8 .348 11.9 .262 14.9 .359 8.1
SCHOOL RESOURCES .327 1.9 .300 5.6 .322 3.5 .238 4.4 .338 1.8
SCHOOL CLIMATE .333 3.7 .295 3.9 .326 4.8 .237 3.9 .342 3.0
3.2 FOR FULL MODEL .608 -. .411 -- .448 - .324 - .411 --.

'PERCENT INCREMENT OF THE "BASE LINE" R2 DUE TO EACH SEPARATE SCHOOL BLOCK.
BASE LINE R2 IS THE 1(2 BASED ON SCHOOL INPUTS AND BASE YEAR TEST SCORES.
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TABLE 11-2

INCREMENTS IN R2 DUE TO THE ADDITION OF SEPARATE SCHOOL BLOCKS AFTER CONTROLLING FOR SCHOOL
DEMOGRAPHIC INPUTS AND SINGLE SOPHOMORE PRETEST

SCHOOL INPUTS

VOCABULARY READING
17---7f INC.'

, MATHEMATICS SCIENCE WRITING
12-1 INC.Ttr".1 INC.1

SCHOOL DEMOGRAPHICS
Home IN/LUENCES NOH-SCHOOL .201 --- .... --- -.257 .101 --- ..116
LEARNING BEHAVIOR, AND
BASE REAR ATTITUDES AND
ASPIRATIONS

SCHOOL INPUTS PLVS
BASE YEAR VOCABULARY, READING,
MATHEMATICS, SCIENCE?, OR .283 .168 .271 .177 --- .239 ---
WRITING

SCHOOL INPUTS, INITIAL SCORES
PLUS INCREMENTS DUE TO SEPARATE
SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS AND/OR
PROCESSES
STUDENT SCHOOL BEHAVIORS .327 15.5 .183 8.9 .336 24.1 .005 3.0 .262 9.7
STUDENT RATINGS OF SCHOOL QUALITIES .283 0.0 .181 7.5 .282 4.0 .185 4.4 .241 1.0
STAFF CHARACTERISTICS .286 1.0 .170 1.0 .283 4.4 .193 8.9 .246 2.9
1CADEMIC EMPHASIS .288 1.9 .219 30.4 .318 17.4 .213 20.6 .268 12.2
1CHOOL RESOURCES .288 1.9 .181 7.5 .281 4.0 .186 4.9 .249 4.2
1CHOOL CLIMATE .290 2.6 .183 9.0 .293 8.0 .187 5.9 .254 6.3
12 FOR PULL MODEL .395 --- .281 --- .427 --- .268 --- .317 ---

1PERCENT INCREMENT OF 7HE "BASE LINE" R2 DUE TO EACH SEPARATE SCHOOL BLOCK.
BASE LINE R2 IS THE le BASED ON SCHOOL INPUTS AND BASE YEAR TEST SCORE.
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Inspection of the contr is of the individual school blocks in
Tables 11-1 and 11-2 indicate school student behaviors and the
academic emphasis behavior blok s contribute the single largest percentage
increments among all the school blocks regardless of whether single or
multiple pre-tests were used as controls. The academic emphasis block
also shows a relatively large contribution in explaining between-school
gain variance for all achievement areas except vocabulary. The academic
emphasis block includes measures of: (1) access to advanced course
offerings, (2) percentage of students in the academic program, (3) number
of required courses in the college preparation program, and (4) the
availability of remediation.

The school resource block shows small contributions to gains for
reading, mathematics, and science. The school climate block shows small
but consistent contributions to between-school gain variance for all
achievement areas.

While there does appear to be considerable instability, as indicated
by changes across pre-test control conditions with respect to the contribu-
tion of the total school effect component, the relative effect of individual
school blocks remained quite stable. It would seem that the estimates of
the effect of the individual school blocks are relatively robust.

The reader might question the logic behind the definition of the
school student behaviors as a school process block. The individual level
path analysis in Chapter 9 suggested that some part of the variation in
student school behaviors, such as number of nou-remedial courses and
amount of homework done, could be explained by individual demographics
and the home educational support system. The hierarchical ordering of
the blocks, with the demographics, test scores, base-year values and
attitudes, and home support variables being forced in first, argues that
any additional or leftover increment in predictable between-school
variance due to student behaviors is likely to be under the control of
the school.

B. CONTRIBUTIONS OF INDIVIDUAL VARIABLES TO GAIN

Tables 11-3 and 11-4 present the partial regression coefficients
along with the structure coefficients associated with the individual
variables for single and multiple pre-test control conditions.

Inspection of the base-year test score structure coefficients suggest
that raw gains at the school level are positively related to base-year
test score status in vocabulary and mathematics. Conversely, in reading,
science, and writing the appropriate base-year test was negatively
related to gains at the school level. At the individual level, gains
were always negatively related to initial status. Gains could not be
positively related to initial status without a significant increase in
the between-school variance in vocabulary and mathematics achievement
scores as one goes from the sophomore to the senior year. Since school
means are more reliable than individual scores, a positive correlation

(Tables 11-3 and 11-4 about here)
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Table 11-3

m2AN GAM RECHESSEO ON ALL 5 PMETESTS PLUS ALL 8LCCKS

2222291

VOC

RAW REGRESSION WEIGHT
AAAA 2:222022222.

REA0 MATH SCI

2-2 2

hRI

STANDAROIZED MEGRESSIO WELGHT
212222272 222272-21272222222 2 227--

VUC MEAD MATH SCI WRI

-

voC

VIPUCTWE CUFFICIEN1
- = 2 22 27.2

mFAu MATH SCI

922

w0I

-0.84* 0.28* 0.02 0.13* 0.10* -2.42* 0.77* 0.03 0.42* 0.52* 0.11 0.13 0.40 0.07 -0.03

-0.23* -0.57* -0.01 0.05 0.17* -0.51* -1.24* -0.01 0.14 0.34* 0.17 -0.15 0.34 -0.01 -0.07

-0.18* 0.11* -0.24* 0.06* 0.12* -0.96* 0.55* -0.65* 0.38* 0.59* 0.23 0.09 0.23 -0.02 -0.05

0.81* 0.05 0.28* -0.36* -0.07 2.02* 0.12 0.36* -0.99* -U.16 0.27 0.10 0.30 -0.26 -0.04

0.12* -0.05 0.08 -0.0F -0.60* 0.29* -0.13 0.10 -0.20 -1.31* 0.79 -0.01 0.32 -0.11 -0.16

0.01* -0.00 -0.01* 0.00 -3.00 0.45* -0.07 -0.19* 0.06 -0.13 0.79 0.01 0.00 -0.0q -3.0

-0.91* 0.12 -1.16* -0.56* 1.43$ -0.17* 0.02 -0.11* -0.17* 0.24* 0.05 -0.16 -0.11 0.00 -0.1

1.08* 0.01 -0.49 -0.13 -0.61* 0.26* 0.00 -0.06 -0.04 -0.14* -0.23 -0.13 -0.31 -0.05 -0,

1.45* 0.23 0.61 -0.09 0.08 0.61* 0.09 0.13 -0.04 0.03 0.14 0.13 0.45 0.07 -0.

-0.26 -0.35 -1.21* -0.26 -0.20 -0.04 -0.06 -0.10* -0.05 -0.03 -0.06 -0.21 -0.77 -0.07 -0.07

1.56* -0.02 -1.13 0.80* 0.21 0.20* -0.00 -0.07 0.11* 0.02 0.18 0.01 0.01 0.02 -0.10

0.41* 0.13 0.22* 0.02 -3.08 0.57* 0.17 0.15* 0.03 -0.10 -0.00 0.11 0.17 0.11 0.07

-1.47* 0.08 -0.13 -0.14 0.18 -0.53* 0.03 -0.02 -0.06 0.06 -0.20 -0.16 -0.41 -0.29 -0.09

-0.00* -0.01* -0.00 -0.00 0.00 -0.11* -0.14* -0.01 -0.10 0.07 0.21 0.13 0.45 0.10 0.10

-0.02* -0.00 -0.01* -0.00 -0.00 -0.36* -0.04 -0.13* -0.06 -0.01 -0.77 0.07 -0.20 -0.07 0.09

-0.73* -0.12 0.04 0.05 -0.09 -0.37* -0.06 0.01 0.03 -0.04 -0.18 0.03 0.21 0.03 -0.14

0.18* 0.09 0.04 0.05 0.00 0.13* 0.06 0.01 0.04 0.00 0.11 0.09 0.48 0.06 -0.06

0.20 0.02 -0.02 -0.18 -0.33* 0.09 0.01 -0.00 -0.09 -0.13* 0.10 0.02 0.35 -0.04 -0.12

0.05 -0.19 0.02 -0.01 -0.09 0.03 -0.11 0.01 -0.00 -0.05 0.25 0.07 0.14 0.10 0.01

-3.33* 0.83* -0.41 0.43 0.86* -0.68* 0.16* -0.04 0.10 0.16* 0.17 0.16 0.20 0.16 -0.04

2.81* -1.10 0.60 -0.28 -1.94* 0.22* -0.08 0.02 -0.02 -0.14* 0.04 -0.05 0.07 0.06 -0.19

-1.81* -0.57* -1.02* -0.60 -0.24 -0.43* -0.13* -0.12* -0.18* -0.05 0.02 0.05 0.14 0.07 -0.15

-0.62* 0.81* -0.25 -0.26 0.25 -0.10* 0.12* -0.02 -0.05 0.04 0.12 0.14 0.28 0.01 0.03

-0.28* 0.01 0.11 -0.11 0.27* -0.17* 0.01 0.03 -0.08 0.14* 0.21 0.05 0.41 0.10 0.17

2.91* -0.44* 0.92* -0.10 -0.75$ 3.01* -0.44* 0.43* -0.09 -0.70* 0.27 0.14 0.67 -0.11 0.11

0.42* 0.01 -0.24 -0.20 -0.16 0.17* 0.01 -0.05 -0.09 -0.06 0.09 0.08 0.16 -0.01 -0.05

0.09* 0.06 0.06 -0.02 -0.08 0.08* 0.05 0.02 -0.02 -0.06 0.11 0.06 C.21 -0.06 -0.08

-0.09 -0.23* 0.03 -0.16* -0.07 -0.06 -0.15* 0.01 -0.13* -0.04 -0.09 -0.13 -0.00 -0.21 -0.14

-0.38* 0.08 0.03 0.01 0.46* -0.21* 0.04 0.01 0.01 0.23* -0.10 -0.06 -0.27 -0.04 0.17

1.35* 0.32 -0.36 0.04 -0.00 0.41* 0.09 -0.05 0.01 -0.00 0.26 0.11 0.17 0.09 0.05

-0.67* -0.16 0.50* -0.08 0.31* -0.28* -0.06 0.10* -0.04 0.12* 0.19 0.11 4.50 0.03 0.09

0.80* 0.46 0.36 0.14 -0.26 0.14* 0.00 0.03 0.04 -0.04 0.06 0.05 0.01 -0.10 -0.70

-0.05 -0.07 -0.06 -0.00 -0.00 -0.06 -0.09 -0.04 -0.00 -0.00 0.04 -0.03 0.31 0.11 0.04

-0.49 0.11 1.00 0.59 1.23* -0.07 0.02 0.07 0.10 0.16* 0.28 0.09 0.36 0.15 0.05

-0.74* 0.92* -1.09 0.21 0.97* -0.13* 0.12* -0.03 0.04 0.12* 0.09 0.02 0.11 0.05 0.01

0.95* -0.37 0.06 0.21 -0.49 0.15* -0.06 0.00 0.04 -0.07 -0.02 -0.12 0.00 0.03 -0.0L

1.76* -0.65 -0.68 -0.38 -1.18* 0.19* -1.09 -0.04 -0.05 -0.11* 0.04 0.03 0.13 0.07 0.01

0.55* 0.22 0.45 0.01 0.08 0.23* 0.10 0.11 0.01 0.04 0.07 -0.01 4.14 -0.12 -0.07

-0.58* 0.45 0.39 0.05 0.12 -0.12* 0.08 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.08 0.13 0.31 0.14 0.01

-1.10* -0.24 -0.31 -0.32 -0.13 -0.47* -0.10 -0.07 -0.15 -0.05 0.17 0.08 0.10 0.05 -0.01

-0.22* -0.08 -0.41 0.10 -0.02 -0.11* -0.04 -0.10 0.06 -0.01 0.15 -0.01 0.26 0.03 -0.10

-0.06 -0.05 -0.34* -0.10 -0.22* -0.03 -0.03 -0.09* -0.06 -0.11* 0.05 0.04 0.00 0.07 -0.04

1.51* -0.07 0.38* -0.24* -0.23 0.69* -0.03 0.09* -0.12* -0.10 0.02 0.01 0.07 -0.22 0.01

llED)
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Table 11-3

MEAN GAIN RCGRESSED ON ALL 5 PRETESTS PLUS ALL norm
ICONTINUE01

VOC

RAW REGRESSION WEIGHT

READ MATH SC1
01111

WRI

STANDARDIZED REGRESSION WEIGHT

VDC READ MATH SCI WRI

57PUCTURF COF FICIFAIT

*E41 MAld SC 1 W41

R 4.21* 0.01 0.00 0.01* 0.13$ .4.42* 0.02 0.01 0.14* 0.24* 0.19 0.11 0.31 0.76 0.16C 0.02$ 0.02* 0.02$ 0.01$ 0.01* .4.73* 0.68* 0.35* 0.40* 045* 0.77 0.31 0.65 0.31 0.17S 0.18$ 0.02 .4.07 .4.03 0.04 .4.34* 0.03 .4.07 -(,.17 0.07 0.17 0.07 0.12 -0.04 0.04M 0.09 0.08 0.05 0.08 0.18$ 0.05 0.04 0.01 0.05 0.09* -0.00 0.16 0.32 0.11 0.16T 0.39$ .4.20$ 0.211* 0.06 .4.23$ 0.24* -4.12* 0.09* 0.04 -1.13* 0.16 -0.11 0.11 0.05U 0.06$ OAT* 0.07* 0.03* 0.03* .4.27* 0.32* 0.14* 0.18* 0.14* n.nt 0.00 -0.17 0.00 -0.010.00* 0.00 0.00 0.00 .4.00 0.16* .4.03 0.01 0.03 -0.07 0.07 0.04 0.011 -0.14 -0.07T 0.00 -1.14$ 4.31* 4.13$ 0.04 0.00 ...0.12$ .4.13* -4.01 0.24 -0.04 1.73 o.n,, -0.06$ 0.14* 0.02 0.23* a nos 0.11* 0.02 0.09* 0.08 0.01 .4.05 0.00 0.71 ..0.00 .3.011.18$ 0.36 .4.10 9.15 0.60$ .4.31* 0.10 .4.01 0.05 0.15* 0.12 0.13 0.34 0.11 0.04.4.07$ .4.10$ .4404 .4.08* 0.02 -4.08* ..0.10$ .02 -0.10* 0.01 -n.oa -0.04 0.04 -0.01 0.07T 4.01* 0.00 -4.00 0.00 0.00 -4.11* 0.03 02 nos 0.07 -0.04 -0.01 -1.01 0.01 0.11

ED 0.608 0.411 0.448 0.324 0.411

BLES WHOSE ASSOCIATED RAW WEIGHTS ARE AT LEAST 2.5 TINES THEIR STANCARO ERRORS
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Table 11-4

MEAN GAIN REGRESSE0 ON MATCHED PRETEST PLUS ALL BLOCKS

VOC

RAW REGRESSION dEIGHT
al= 2

READ MATH SCI

22 2

WR1

S1A4DAROIZE0 REGRESSIM WEIGHT
22222maquaus vgls 222 2 2

VOC REAO MATH SCI 14/1

- =

VOC

SIKUCTORr UrFFICIFO1

R314 N14VI Sc1

22

(141

-0.39* -0.31* -0.14* -0.21* -0.36* -1.12* -0.68* -0.38* -).57* -0.79* 0.14 -U.19 0.73 -0.29 -0.41

0.02* 0.00 -0.01 0.00 0.00 0.50* 0.14 -0.01 0.07 0.10 0.16 0.01 0.0) -0.10 -0.39

-0.76* -0.69* -1.39* -0.80* 0.28 -0.14* -0.12* -0.13* -0.16* 0.05 1.06 -0.19 -0.11 0.00 -1.04

-0.04 -0.05 -0.60 -0.13 -0.18 -0.01 -0.01 -0.07 -0.03 -0.04 -0.78 -0.16 -0.19 -0.06 -0.04

0.49* 0.66* 0.58 0.20 0.69* 0.21* 0.28* 0.12 0.10 0.26* 0.30 0.14 0.46 0.08 -0.03

-0.03 -0.69* -1.15* -0.31 -0.48 -0.00 -0.11* -0.10* -0.06 -0.07 -0.08 -0.16 -0.17 -0.04 -0.01

1.02* 0.46 -0.78 3.00* 0.72 0.13* 0.06 -0,05 0.11* 0.08 0.27 0.01 0.91 1.02 -0.11

0.11 0.16* 0.19 0.03 0.02 0.15 0.22* 0.13 0.05 0.03 -0.00 0.13 0.13 0.12 0.08

-0.49* 0.09 0.17 -0.33 0.01 -0.18* 0.03 0.03 -0.13 0.00 -0.25 -0.19 -0.42 -0.12 -0.10

-0.00 -0.01* -0.00 -0.00 0.00 -0.01 -0.14* -0.03 -0.04 0.01 0.26 0.16 0.50 0.11 0.17

-0.01* -0.00 -0.02* -0.00 -0.01* -0.16* -0.08 -0.14* -0.09 -0.12* -0.28 0.19 -0.20 -0.07 0.10

-0.52* -0.18 0.03 0.06 -0.27* -0.27* -0.09 0.01 0.03 -0.12* -0.77 0.04 1.71 0.01 -0.16

0.34* 0.06 0.20 -0.01 -0.07 0.24* 0.04 0.07 -3.01 -0.05 0.41 0.11 0.49 1.06 -0.07

0.22 0.11 0.11 -0.18 -0.15 0.10 0.95 0.03 -0.09 -0.06 0.13 0.11 1.16 -0.05 -0.14

0.09 -0.05 0.07 0.06 0.08 0.05 -0.03 0.02 0.04 0.04 0.31 0.04 3.40 0.11 0.01

-1.27* 0.28 -0.46 0.30 -0.21 -0.26* 0.06 -0.05 0.07 -0.04 0.21 0.19 0.21 0.17 -0.05

0.57 -.0.57 0.53 -0.14 -1.15 0.04 -0.04 0.02 -0.01 -0.08 0.05 -0.06 0.07 0.06 -0.71.p.

-1.05* -0.84* -1.38* -0.59* -0.91* -0.25* -0.19* -0.16* -0.15* -0.19* 0.03 0.06 0.14 0.08 -0.170

-0.10 0.15 -0.23 -0.60 -0.32 -0.02 0.02 -0.02 -0.11 -0.05 0.15 0.17 0.28 0.01 0.041

0.05 0.01 0.10 -0.03 0.24* 0.03 0.00 0.03 -0.02 0.13* 0.37 0.10 0.42 0.11 0.14

1.00* 0.11 0.86* -0.11 0.16 1.04* 0.11 0.40* -0.09 0.15 0.28 0.16 0.69 -0.17 0.17

0.28* 0.12 -0.14 -0.15 -0.02 0.11* 0.05 -0.03 -0.07 -0.01 0.11 0.10 0.17 -0.01 -0.05

0.18* 0.15* 0.15 -0.02 -0.00 0.16* 0.13* 0.07 -0.01 -0.00 0.17 3.07 0.74 -0.07 -0.0/

-0.09 -0.18* 0.01 -0.14* -0.02 -0.36 -1.12* 0.00 -0.11* -0.01 -0.13 -0.16 -0.00 -3.73 -0.14

-0.20* -0.17 -0.07 -0.05 0.19 -0.11* -0.09 -0.02 -0.01 0.0) -0.12 -0.08 -0.21 -1.05 0.14

0.90* 0.47* -0.25 0.15 0.34 0.27* 0.14* -0.04 0.05 0.09 0.13 0.11 0.17 0.10 0.06

-0.32* -0.21 0.45* -0.07 0.13 -0.13* -0.08 0.09* -0.03 0.05 0.23 0.13 0.51 0.19 0.09

0.49 0.55 0.52 0.07 -0.23 0.09 0.10 0.05 0.01 -0.04 0.07 0.06 0.11 -1.11 -0.73

-0.05 -0.03 -0.03 0.03 0.03 -0.06 -0.03 -0.02 0.05 0.04 0.05 -0.13 0.31 0.17 0.05

0.40 0.47 1.30 0.94* 1.23* 0.06 0.07 0.09 0.15* 0.16* 0.14 0.11 0.14 0.17 0.05

-0.06 0.09 -0.95 -0.08 0.28 -0.01 0.01 -0.07 -0.01 0.04 0.11 0.92 0.11 0.05 0.03

0.23 -0.35 0.01 0.14 -0.19 0.14 -0.05 0.00 0.02 -0.03 -0.02 -0.14 0.0) 0.03 -0.01

-0.13 -0.36 -0.15 -0.22 -0.24 -0.01 -0.04 -0.05 -0.03 -0.07 0.04 0.00 0.13 0.07 0.03

0.21 0.20 0.48* 0.00 0.24 0.11 0.10 0.12* 0.01 0.11 0.08 -0.07 0.14 -0.11 -0.03

-0.15 0.43 0.33 0.09 0.02 -0.03 0.00 0.03 0.02 0.00 0.10 0.15 1.37 9.16 0.04

-0.36 -0.14 -0.32 -0.22 -0.33 -0.15 -0.06 -0.07 -0.10 -0.13 0.71 1.10 0.40 0.06 -0.01

-0.20 -0.21 -0.47 0.07 -0.08 -0.10 -0.10 -0.12 0.04 -0.04 0.19 -0.07 0.27 0.03 -3.11

-0.05 -0.06 -0.40* -0.07 -0.21* -0.03 -0.03 -0.11* -0.04 -0.10* 0.00 0.04 0.00 0.02 -0.05

0.65* 0.16 0.38 -0.24* 0.17 0.30* 0.07 0.09 -0.12* 3.07 0.13 0.07 3.07 -0.74 0.01

IUEDI
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Table 11-4

MEAN GAIN REGRESSED ON MATCHEO PRETEST PLUS ALL BLOCKS
(CONTINUED)

VOC

RAW'REGRESSION

READ

-------------------------------------

WEIGHT

MATH SCI WRI

STANDARDIZED REGRESSION WEIGHT

VOC READ MATH SCI WRI VOC

STRUCTURE COEFFICIENT

READ MATH SCI WRI

4.05 4.03 4.01 0.07* 0.05 4.10 ....0.05 4.01 0.16* 0.10 0.24 0.12 0.31 0.29 0.180001* 0.01* 0.02* 0.01* 0.01* 4,25* 0.49* 0.40* 0.38* 0.26* 0.21 0.38 0.68 0.37 0.190.07* 4.03 4.07 4.03 4.03 4.13* 4.05 4.07 4.07 4.06 0.08 0.09 0.12 4.04 0.040.11 0.08 0.09 0.04 0.15 0.06 0.04 0.02 0.03 0.08 4.01 0.19 0.02 0.13 0.180 4.18* 0.27 0.03 .4.13 0.13* 4.11* 0.08 0.02 4.07 0.20 4.12 0.13 0.06 4.08Ob 0.04* 0.06* 0.03* 0.02 4.15* 0.19* 0.14* 0.16* 0.07 0.07 0.00 4.02 0.00 4.010.00 4.00 0.00 0.00 4.00 0.07 4.02 0.02 4.03 4.07 4.09 0.05 0.08 4.15 4.080.01 4.19* 4.35* 4.14* 4.14* 0.01 4.17* 4.16* 4.15* 4.11* 0.30 4.05 0.24 0.04 4.014.02 0.10 0.27* 0.11* 0.17* 0.01 0.08 0.11* 0.10* 0.13* 4.06 0.00 0.21 4.00 4.014.21 0.09 0611 4.06 0.11 4.06 0.03 0.01 4.02 0.03 0.14 0.22 0.35 0.12 0.050.03 4.09* 4.02 4.09* 0.01 0.04 4.09* 4.01 4.10* 0.01 4.04 4.04 0.08 4.09 0.084.00* 0.00 4.00 0.00 0.00 4.09* 0.01 4.03 0.03 0.03 4.05 4.01 4.03 0.03 0.12

0.395 0.281 0.427 0.268 0.317

ES WHOSE ASSOCIATED RAW WEIGHTS ARE AT LEAST 2.5 TIMES THEIR STANDARD ERWLS
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between gain and initial status at the school level in vocabulary and

mathematics may be a reflection of the increased reliability of school
means as compared to individual scores. That is to say, the lack of a

positive correlation between base-year scores in vocabulary and mathematics

at the individual level is partly artifactual in the sense that it is

partly due J the less than perfect reliability of the individual pre-test

scores. Negative correlations between initial status and gains for the
reading, science, and writing at both the individual and school level are

probably only in part due to reliability problems.

The table below summarizes the pre-test and post-test standard
deviations based on school means and supports the notion that the
negative correlation between initial status and gains for science and

writing is not just due to reliability problems.

Standard Deviations Based on School Means

Vocabulary Reading Mathematics Science Writing

Pre-Test 2.44 1.91 4.56 2.12 2.07

Post-Test 2.65 2.02 5.10 2.14 2.06

Percent

Increase 8.6 5.7 11.8 1.0 0.0

Clearly there was not an increase in between-school variance for
science and writing between the sophomore and senior years.

Inspection of Tables 11-3 and 11-4 suggests that the structure
coefficients were relatively robust with respect to whether single or

multiple pre-tests were included among the controls. Individual school

input variables whose associated structure coefficients were at least .20

or greater are described below.

o School Demo raphics: Positive relationships with gains included:

percentage of white students was related to vocabulary gains; SES

of the school was related to vocabulary and especially mathematics

gains; having an intact family was related to vocabulary gains;
percentage of student body planning to attend college was related

to gains in vocabulary and mathematics.

Negative relationships included: percentage of the student

body who were females was negatively related to gains in reading;

mother working while the student was in high school was negatively

relatad to gains in reading and mathematics; attendance at a
public school Jas negatively rt.-gated to gains in vocabulary,
mathematics, and science; low (1opout rates were negatively
related to vocabulary g%ins but positively related to mathematics

gains.



-405-

o Home Educational Support System: Positive relationships included:
number of study aids in the home for vocabulary and mathematics
gains, mother's educational aspirations for the child in mathe-
matics, non-school related learning for vocabulary and mathematics,
parental involvement in curriculum choice for mathematics, the
level of parent-school interaction for mathematics, and level of
parental interest in the student's school behaviors for vocabulary
and mathematics.

o Non-School Related Student Behaviors: Positive relationships
included: amount of outside reading with vocabulary gains and
frequency of newspaper reading with vocabulary and mathematics
gains.

Negative relationships included: hours worked for pay with
science gains, amount of TV watching with mathematics gains, and
amount of participation in outside social activities with writing
gains.

o Student Values and Attitudes: Positive relationships included:
occupational aspirations with mathematics gains, and locus of
control for vocabulary and mathematics.

The following individual school behaviors and/or process variables had
structure coefficients equal to or greater than .20.

o Student School Behaviors: Amount of homework done and the number
of non-remedial courses taken were both positively related to
gains in vocabulary and mathematics while low rates of absenteeism
were positively related to mathematics gains. It is intereating
to note that while the number of non-remedial courses taken had
relatively large positive structure coefficients, the relationship
between the availability of remedial courses was considerably lower
but still positive. Availability of remedial courses is in the
academic emphasis block. It would seem that effect4ve schools
should offer both remedial and extensive non-remedial courses.

o Student.Retings of School Quality: Student ratings of teacher
quality, academic instruction, and the school's reputation in the
community were all positively related to gains in mathematics.

o Staff Characteristics: Teacher turnover rate was negatively
related to gains in science; the percentage of teachers with
master's or Ph.D. degrees was unrelated to gains.

o Academic Emphasis: Positive relationships with gains included:
number of advanced offerings with gains in vocabulary, mathematics,
and science; percentage of the student body that is in the academic
program was related to gains in all areas.
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o School Resources: Dollars spent per student was positively
related to J113; in vocabulary.

o School Climate: Positive relationships with gains included:

high levels of parental interest in the student's progress was
positively related to gains in vocabulary and mathematics; low
rates of teacher absenteeism WRS positively related to mathematics
gains; low rates of disciplinary problems was positively related
to gains in reading and mathematics.

The results of the above school analysis are consistent with the
findings of the individual level analysis described in Chapter 9. The

critical school variables in both the individuel and school level analysis
are course exposure and amount of homework done. The path analysis in
Chapter 9 indicated that, in general, the amount of course work in the
specific content area was more important than curriculum group membership
ha explaining sophomore to senior gains.

The fact that the amount of homework done was also significantly
related to gains independent of background, home educational support, and
curriculum suggests that homework is at least partially under the control
of the school. Given these student school behavior results and the fact
that individual variables from both the academic emphasis block (in
particular, the number of course offerings) and, to a lesser extent, the
school quality block, were related to gains raises certain critical
issues.

If exposure to certain curriculum and advanced course work in the

basics is the road to achieving significant gains, and the present
results suggest that it is, the next questions should be:

o Do individuals from different SES and ethnic groups have equal
access to these course offerings?

o Are different subgroups likely to have equal access to high
quality course offerings in the basics?

The following section examines how access to both quantity and
quality of course work affects gains for selected subgroups.

C. SUBGROUP ACCESS TO SELECTED SCHOOL PROCESSES

The following descriptive tables contrast the relative access of
majority and minority groups to selected school processes and/or qualities.
The majority group consists of Whites, Asians, and American Indians, while
the minority group consists of Blacks, Mexican-Americans, and Puerto Ricans.
The school processes include:

o Advanced course offerings.

o Availability of remedial mathematics and/or English.
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School qualities include:

o Mean student rating of the quality of xrademic instruction.

o Percent of students in school who are in the academic curriculum.

o Mean student rating of the level of disciplinary problems in
the student's school. Discipline problems refer to talking back
to the teacher, etc. The scale is reversed so that high numbers
indicate less of a discipline problem.

Table 11-5 contrasts the number of advanced courses offered in
schools attended by majority and minority students. The schools are
further classified on the basis of the mean SES level of their students.
High SES schools include the top 25 percent of the total distribUtion,
while the low SES schools define the boc 25 percent. The middle SES
schools make up the remainder-

Table 11-5 indicates that minority and majority group members who
attend similar schools with respect to SES level have essentially equal
accesr to advanced course offerings. If anything, minority group members
who attend low SES schools may have somewhat of an advantage with respect
to advanced course offerings, compared to Whites in similar schools. The
minority group members, however, are much less likely than majority
students to be attending a high SES school which, in turn, offers the
more advanced courses.

Within a given school, it would seem that majority and minority groups
have equal access to advanced courses; however, minority members do not
have equal access to (high SES) schools which tend to offer many advanced
courses. Approximately 88 percent of the majority group, compared to 54
percent of the minority group, attended middle or high SES schools.

Given these results, the relevant policy question is: Do minority
students in high SES schools gain more than their counterparts in low SES
schools? Further on in this report we will attempt to arrive at some
preliminary answers to this question.

Table 11-6 contrasts the two groups' access to remedial mathematics
and/or English by school SES level. Not unexpectedly, minority group
members who attend low SES schools have significantly greater access than
majority students in low SES schools to remedial courses. In low SES
schools, the minoritymajority difference in access is approximately 82
percent vs. 70 percent. This would seem to be further evidence of the
targeting toward minority groups in low SES schools for Chapter 1 and/or
other special programs.

Table 11-7 contrasts the two groups with respect to the students'
mean rating of the quality of the academic instruction in their school.
Table 11-7 indicates that the ratings of the quality of academic



Table 11-5

NUMBER OF ADVANCED COURSES OFFERED IN STUDENT'S SCHOOL

1 SCHOOL 1 SCHOOL 1 SCHOUL 11

WHITE+ASIAN+AM 2720. 1 12961 6658 22339

ROW% 12.1821 58.022 29.80% 100.001

COL% 55.4521 85.96% 93.052 82.32%

MEAN 7.1 8.1 7.7151

S.D. 1.7175 1.5032 1.3173 1.6369

BLACK+MEX+PRICAN 2185 2117 497 4799

ROW% 45.532 44.112 10.362 100.002

CUL% 44.55* 14.04% 6.95% 17.68*

MEAN 6.1 7.1 8.2 6.7275

S.D. 1.6890 1.6907 1.0307 1.7686

======== ===========

TOTAL NI 4905 15076 7155 27138

ROWZ1 18.072 55.562 26.372 100.002

COL21 100.002 100.00% 100.002 100.002

MEAN! 5.9303 7.0524 8.1116 7.1289
5.0.1 1.7099 1.5309 1.2996 1.6714

1
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Table 11-6

PROPORTION OF STUDENTS WITH ACCESS TO REMEDIALHATWAND/OR ENGLISH OFFERED IN STUDENT'S SCHOOL

------

WHITE+AS1AN+AM

1 SCHOOL 1 SCHOOL

1

2674 1 12778

1 SCHOOL

6545

11

21997

1

ROW% 12.16XI 58.09% 29.75* 100.00%
COL% 55.45%1 85.86% 93.05% 82.272
MEAN 0.6997 1 0.7907 0.7764 0.7754
S.O. 0.4584 1 0.4068 0.4166 0.4173

BLACK+MEX+PRICAN 2148 1 2104 489 4741
ROW* 45.3121 44.38X 10.31* 100.00%
COL% 44.55X1 14.14X 6.95X 17.73X
MEAN 0.8159 1 0.8425 I 0.7915 0.8252
S.D. 003676 1 0.3643 1 0.4062 0.3798

a

M=M=11, ===================
1

TOTAL NI 4822 / 14882 7034 26738
POW21 18.03X1 55.66Z 26.312 100.00%
COW 100.00%1 lamm 100.00% 100.002
MEAN1 0.7515 1 0,.7480 0.7775 0.7842
S.0.1 0.4321 1 (2.01.5 0.4159 0.4114

=========================================1:========
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Table 11-1

MEAN RATING OF ACADEMIC INSTRUCTION IN STUDFNT'S SCHOOL

I SCHOOL I SCHOOL I SCHOOL I

SES-LOWIAID-SESIU10-SESITOTAL_

WHITE+ASIAN+AM N 2764 13071 6731 22566
ROW% 12.252 57.92% 29.83% 100.00%
COL% 55.29Z 85.83% 93.03% 82.17%
MEAN 2.5427 2.6748 2.9292 2.7345
S.D. ci29.40 0.2851 0.3359 0.3305

BLACK+MEX+PRICAN N 2235 2158 504 4897
ROW% 45.64% 4i.075C 10.29% 100.00%
COL% 44.71X 14.17% 6.91Z 17.83%
KAN 2.5390 2.7110 2.9173 2.6538
S.D. 0.3335 0.3225 0.3079 0.3478

== === ============== ====== =======

TOTAL N 4999 15229 7235 27463
R0W% 18.20% 55.45: 26.34% 100.002:

COL% 100.002 100.00X 100.001: 100.00Z
MEAN 2.5411 2.6799 2.9284 2.7201
S.D. 0.3123 0.2910 0.3340 0.3350
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instruction show relatively large increases as one goes from low SES to
high SES schools. Mean ratings at high SES schools are over a standard
deviation higher than those ratings for low SES schools. While there is
no difference with respect to majority-minority access to quality instruction
within the same SES level school, the majority group members are much more
likely to attend a high SES school where the academic ratings are high.

Table 11-8 contrasts the two groups with respect to the percent of
students who are in the academic curriculum. As in the previous contrast,
there is little difference between majority and minority grocps with
respect to relative proportions in the academic curriculum, given the
schools' SES level. The opportunity to be in the academic curriculum
increases with school SES at the same rate for both groups.

Table 11-9 shows that there are considerably fewer disciplinary problems
in high SES schools compared to low SES schools. As before, there is
no difference between majority and minority groups with respect to the
surrounding disciplinary climate, if one conditions on school SES level.

In this simple analysis, school SES level is the primary contributor to
the availability of those school qualities and pronesses that have been shown
to be related to gain. There does not seem to be any obvious unfairness
in making those school processes and/or qualities more accessible to one
group or another. In fact, if anything, minority group members who attend
low SES schools tend to have greater access to positive school processes
than do their majority group counterparts. That is, they have considerably
greater access to remedial courses and, at the same time, have somewhat
greater access to advanced course offerings than do the majority group
students who attend low SES schools.

The tables discussed above address access to various school quality
offerings. They do not attempt to determine how those access rates affect
gains or whether they interact with ethnicity and social class with
respect to their effect on gains. That question is addressed in the
section below.

D. A CLOSER LOOK AT HOW ETHNICITY, SCHOOL SES, AND STUDENT SES AFFECT GAINS

The question arises: How much does a low SES minority student who
attends a high SES school gain compared to a majority student in the same
situation? Is a low SES minority student who attends a low SES school better
or worse off with respect to gains than his majority counterpart with tbe
same background? Do these relationships vary by achievement area?

In order to answer these questions, a number of hierarchical reg
sions were run contrasting the relative gains for groups of individua,.
who were classified along three dimensions. The three dimensions were:
(1) ethnicity, that is, a member of the majority group or a minority group

473



Table.11 -8

PERCENT OF STUDENTS IN SCHOOL WHO ARE IN ACAOEMIC CURRICULUM

SCHOOL 1 SCHOOL SCHOOL

-1-SE5-111111111-1121-5.EILL.1111AL.1.1

WHITE+ASIAN+AM 1702 I 7741 4267 13710

ROWZ 12.41CI 56.46Z 31.12% 100.00t
COL% 53.44cI 84.83% 93.19% 81.10%
MEAN 25.678 I 36.313 65.757 44.156
S.D. 20.558 I 23.256 29.496 29.171

BLACR+MEX+PRICAN 1483 1384 312 3179
ROWS 46.65% 43.54% 9.81Z 100.00Z

COLS 46.562 15.l7Zi 6.81% 16.82S

MEAN 28.032 39.416 I 59.013 36.029
S.D. 27.576 28.694 I 32.697 30o080

====== == ============== ======== ========= ==========

TOTAL 3185 9125 4579 16889,N
ROW% 18.86Z 54.03Z 27.11Z 100.00%
COLZ 100.00Z 100.00% 100.00Z 100.00%
MEAN 26.774 36.784 65.297 42.626
S.D. 24.109 24.186 29.774 29.516

========================= ============"=i
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Table 11-9

MEAN RATING OF DISCIPLINE PROBLEMS IN STUDENT'S SCHOOL

SCHOOL SCHOOL SCHOOL

WHITE+ASIAN+AM 2764 13071 6731 22566
ROw% 12.25Z 57.92X 29.83% 100.00Z
COL% 55.29% 85.83% 93.03% .87.17Z
MEAN 1.7988 1.7921 1.9794 1.8488
S.D. 0.2005 0.1885 0.2825 0.2378

BLACK+MEX+PRICAN 2235 2150 504 4897
ROW% 45.64% 44.07% 10.29t 100.00%
COL% 44.71Z 14.17Z 6.97% 17.83T
MEAN 1.7455 1.7739 1.9428 1.7783
S.D. 0.1905 0.1868 0.2653 0.2061

TOTAL N 4999 15229 7235 27463
ROW: 18.201 55.45% 26.34% 100.00T
COL% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00%
MEAN 1.7750 1.7896 1.9768 1.0362
S.D. 0.1978 0.1804 0.2815 0.2341
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composed of Blacks, Mexican-Americans, and Puerto Ricans, (2) low or high
SES background, and (3) whether they attend a low or high SES integrated
school. Contrasts among the eight groups defined by the above dimensions
with respect to gains were carried out while controlling for all five
pre-tests and selected school quality variables.

Table 11-10 presents the results of these regressions. It also
enables one to make a number of contrasts by achievement area among
groups varying by patterns of ethnicity, family SES, and SES of the

school attended. In addition, contrasts with respect to gains can be
compared under different control conditions. The baseline control
condition estimates differential group gains net of all five pre-test

scores and whether or not an individual attended an integrated school.
Since the earlier discussed two-way tables indicated that access was
similar for ethnic groups within school SES categories, contrasts with
respect to gains between ethnic/family SES groups at a given school SES
level are particularly relevant.

Block A in Table 11-10 shows the contrasts between each of the
labeled groups and the baseline group, which consists of minority and
low family SES students in low SES schools. The estimates are net of the

five pre-tests and whether or not the individual attended an integrated
school.

Block B estimates the gains net of the pre-test scores, school
integration, and mother's educational expectations for the student.
When going from Block A to Block B, estimates of gains for a particular
group reflect the impact of controlling for mother's educational
expectations for the child.

In addition to the previous control variables, Block C shows the
gains by groups after controlling for access, as measured by the number
of advanced course offerings. Differences between Block B and Block C

reflect the impact of differential access. However, since the previous
descriptive analysis showed a relatively high relationship between
the school SES and the number of advanced offerings, one would not expect
to find significant changes when going from Block B tp Block C. Since

school SES is a design or grouping variable, much of the effect of number
of advanced courses is already controlled for.

Comparisons between Block D and Block C indicates the possible
differential impact of involvement in the educational process, as
measured by number of non-remedial courses taken and amount of homework
done. It would seem possible that while advanced course offerings may be
equally available within schools at the same SES level, groups charac-

terized by differing SES backgrounds and ethnicity may demonstrate
diffeLntial willingness to take these courses. When comparing Block C
and Block D, changes in group gains should reflect the latter possibility.
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TABLE 11-10

CONTRASTS IN TERMS OF RAW SCORE POINTS BETWEENS
WHITES AND MINORITIES HIGH AND LOW INDIVIDUALS

WHO MEND LOW SES OR HIGH SES SCHOOLS

GROUPS

F S

E A C BLOCK A BLOCK BLOCK C
BLOCK DT

H I 0 CONTROLLING P3R BASE CONSTRASTS CONTROLLING FOR CONTRASTS CONTROLLING FOR BLOCKS CONTRASTS CONTROLLING FORN L 0 YEAR ACHIEVEMENT BLOCK A PLUS MOTHER'S A 6 1 VARIABLES AND ADVANCED
BLOCKS A, 1, 6 C PLUS INVOLVE-I Y SCORES AND ATTENDANCE EDUCATIONAL ASPIRATIONS COURSE OFFERINGS (ACCESS) MENT IN SCHOOL PROCESS AS

AT AN INTEGRATED SCHOOL

MEASUREDIYMIKBEROFI S S

NONREMEDIAL COURSES TAKEN ANDT E E

HOURS SPENT ON 1101EWORKY S2 S2 RAW SCORE

VOC READ MATH SCIE WRIT VOC READ MATH SCIE WRIT VOC READ MATH SCIE WRIT VOC READ MATH SCIE WRIT

L L (1) 75* -.02 -.40 .90* .47* .95* .12 .22 .99* .69* .96* ,12 .23 .99 .70* 1.04* .18 .18 1.02* .81*L (2) .09 .04 .00 .00 -.08 -.03 -.05 -.39 -.05 -.22 -.06 -.05 -.43 -.07 -.24 -.05 .04 -.62 -.09 -.23 IsH L (3) MO* .12 .36 1.08* .42 1,29* .18 .63 1.11* .52 1.29* .18 .63 1.11 .52 1.37* .25 .79 1.14* .64* /t71H L R (4) .24 .16 -.60 .02 -.07 .29 ,20 -.42 .04 .00 ,17 ,22 -.62 -.04 -.11 .22 .27 -.10 .03 -.02L R (5) .79* -.31 -.02 .85 .54* .97* -.19 .54 .93* .74* .86* -.17 .36 .85 .65* .92* -.11 .50 94* ,75*II 11 (6) 1.04* .06 .82 .51 .45 .99* .03 .67 .49 .39 .88* .05 .47 .41 .29 .81 .00 .14 .46 .20W H 11 (7) 1.12* -.17 1.12* 1,11* .51* 1.19* -.13 1.31* 1.14 .58* 1.06 -.11 1,11* 1.06 .48* 1.08* -.10 1.09* 1.14* .49*

1 ALL coNTRASTS ARE WITH MINORITY LOW SES INDIVIDUALS ATTENDING LOW SES SCHOOLS. THE MINORITY GROUPS CONSIST OF BLACKS, MEXICAN AMERICANS AND
PUERTO RICANS.

2 FAMILY SES WAS DEFINED As 110SE INDIVIDUALS IN THE Toe 301 OF THE TOTAL SES DISTRIBUTION (HIGH SES) OR THE LOW 301 (LOW SES). SIMILAR
CUTS WERE MADE WITH RESPECT TO THE SCHOOL DISTRIBUTION.

3 AN INTEGRATED SCHOOL IS DEFINED AS RENEEN 501 TO 941 WHITE oR 61 TO 491 )11NoRITY.

4 THE NUMBER OF NONREMEDIAL COURSES 1S TAILORED TO EACH OUTCOME. FOR EXAMPLE, NUNBER OF NONRENEDIAL COURSES IN MATHEMATICS IS USED FOR
MATHEMATICS GAINS, ETC.

INDICATES THE STARR!, GROUPS ESTIMATE OF GAIN DIFFERS
FRCH THAT OF THE BASELINE GROUPS (MLL) BY AT LEAST FOUR STANDARD ERRORS.
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The results in Table 11-10 under ell four control conditions (blocks)
suggest that, regardless of ethnicity, family SES or school SES, there
is little or no difference in gains in reading or mathematics for all
subgroups. The summary table below shows the group gain contrasts in
terms of pre-test standard deviation units by achievement area under the
Block D control conditions.

Gains in Terms of Pre-Test Standard Deviation Units

Groups Vocabulary Reading Mathematics Science Writing

WLL (1) .20 .04 .05 .23 .16

MHL (2) -.01 .00 -.06 -.02 -.05

WHL (3) .29 .05 .08 .25 .13

MHL (4) .05 .07 -.02 .01 -.01

WLH (5) .17 -.05 .03 .19 .14

MHH (6) .18 -.01 .01 .09 .03

WHH (7) .21 -.04 .11 .25 .09

These results suggest that, through Chapter 1, special state and fedval
programs and/or their own local programs have kept the achievement
differential between ethnic and SES groups in reading and mathematics
from increasing during the last two years of high schoul.

Inspection of the Block D results in terms of standard deviation
units suggests that minority students from high SES families who attend
low SES schools do relatively poorly with respect to gains in vocabulary
and science when compared with high SES Whites who also attend low SES
schools. There is little difference between these two groups (or, for
that matter, any other group) in basic skills (reading and mathematics),
but relatively iarge differences in language development and general
scientific knowledge areas. It would seem that high SES minority
individuals are at a disadvantage, compared to Whites with similar SES
backgrounds, in those achievement areas that are less likely to be
targeted by the school systems. It is possible that the minority family
educational support system is less able (compared to high SES White
families) to fill in the gap and provide the home educational environment
to compensate for those areas that the schools may not have the time or
the money to emphasize. Par^nts as teachers would still appear to be
more of a White middle-class rather than a minority phenomenon.

This interpretation is consistent with the structure coefficients
(see Table 11-3 or 11-4) associated with the vocabulary gains. The
largest non-pre-test structure coefficients associated with gains in
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vocabulary were, in order of importance: (1) study aids in the home,
(2) percent White, (3) amount of homework done, (4) locus of control,
(5) amount of outside reading, (6) non-school related learning, (7) school
SES, and (8) level of parental interest in student's school progress.

The science structure coefficients were generally lower and were,
in order of importance: (1) percentage of students in the academic
program, (2) number of advanced offerings, (3) attending a Catholic
rather than a public school, (4) hours worked for pay--negatively
related, (5) teacher turnover--negatively related, and (6) student's
report of the level of parental involvement in their education. It would
seem that the overall academic climate of the school is basic to science
gains.

High family SES minority students who attend high SES schools show
bigger gains than their fellow minority students who attend low SES
schools in vocabulary and, to a lesser extent, in science. This suggests
that in the non-targeted general knowledge areas such as vocabulary and
general science, the overall quality of the school experience becomes
important in bringing about gains. As pointed out earlier in the
descriptive analysis, both quantity and quality of course work is related
co the SES of the school. Conversely, in the targeted basic skills
areas, attending a high SES school seems to have little value-added
impact on increasing gains.

In the writing area, there are similar but more attenuated patterns
of gains among the ethnic/SES groups.

E. SUMMARY

In summary:

o Student school behavior measures had the largest effect on gains
independent of inputs for both vocabulary and mathematics. The
key variables were number of non-remedial courses taken in
mathematics, science, and foreign languages, and the amount of
homework done.

o Academic emphasis measures had relatively large effects on gains
(independent of inputs) in almost all achievement areas. The key
academic emphasis variables were number of advanced course
offerings and the percentage of the student body in the academic
program. The major school effect contributors to gain were the type
of courses offered and whether or not the student chose to take them.

o In the basic skills areas of reading and mathematics (which have
traditionally been targets for federal and local programs), the
expected differential growth rates between minorities and Whites,
low SES, and high SES groups did not materialize. Differences in
gains in these basic skills between students attending low SES
and high SES schools were also negligible.
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o In the typically non-targeted areas of vocabulary and science,
White-minority differences in gain in favor of the Whites appear
within all school and family SES levels. This result is probably
due to the increased importance of the family, parent, or peers
as teachers in the areas not specifically targeted by the school.

o Minority group members from high SES families show greater gains
in non-targeted areas than their high SES minority counterparts
in low SES schools. This incremental gain is primarily due to
differences in school quality between high and low SES schools.

o Within a given school, there does not seem to be any obvious
problems with respect to equality of access to either advanced
course offerings or to remedial work. However, school SES is
related to both the number of courses and students' reports of
the quality of course offerings. Access to quality schools,
however, strongly favors the White majority students. Approximately
12 percent of the White students attend low SES schools, while
approximately 46 percent of the minorities are in low SES schools.
It is fortunate that, for many minority students, basic skills
programs in mathematics and reading appear to be alive and well
in low SES schools.

Increasing both the accesa to, and the standards ifor, the quantity
and quality of course work in the "new basics" would appear to promote
the equality of gains for all SES and ethnic groups. The schools have
done a relatively good job of bringing us to the point where there is
little difference in the gains between minorities and Whites in both
mathemaLics and reading. Unfortunately, the differential gains in favor
of Whites in both vocabulary and science net of course-taking behavior
suggests an increasing gap between the groups in these areas.

The fact that low SES minority students in low SES schools have been
able to gain as much in mathematics and reading as their counterparts in
high SES schools suggests that curriculum and teaching emphasis can
overcome, to a great extent, deficits in the home educational support
system in these achievement areas. The important question, as well as
challenge, for the school system is: Can the schools bring about the same
equality of gains in other achievement areas--areas that are more likely
to be influenced by the home and peer group memberships? Language
development areas such as vocabulary and general scientific knowledge, as
measured by the science test, would seem to be prime areas for targeting
by low SES schools.
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Chapter 12

AN ANALYSIS OF SCHOOL EFFECTS USING
AN EMPIRICAL BAYES APPROACH

A. INTRODUCTION

The analysis reported here uses a multi-level approach to estimate
the relationship Letween post-test scores and pre-test scores (as well
as other student characteristics) in a given school and how these
relationships may vary systematically as a function of certain school
level characteristics. Empirical Bayes methods (Rubin, 1980; Braun, et
al., 1983) are.well-suited to such a multi-level analysis and are the
principal tool employed. As will become clear in this chapter, empir-
ical Bayes estimation of within-school regression planes can be carried
out in a framework in which the structural relationships between school
characteristics and these regression planes can be explicitly estimated
as well.

The notion of analyzing individual characteristics and their
relationships in the context of their environment is not new. According
to Eulau (1969), the theory was already current in sociology more than
forty years ago, although the empirical tools available were insuffi-
cient for the task at that time. The recent text by Boyd and Iversen
(1979) and the comprehensive review by Burstein (1980) provide both
historical background and informative critiques of various attempts to
carry out multi-level analysis.

Suppose we are concerned (as we are hone) with the relationship
between student's score on some subject matter test (Y) as a senior
and the score on the same subject matter test (X) determined at the
beginning of the sophomore year. The standard regression model would
take the form:

Y = BO + B1 X
ij

+ e
ij

i = 1, ..01, j=1,...,n

where 8 and 0
I
are knowm parameters to be estimated and the e

ij is
assumed°to represent unexplained random variation. The subscript i
indexes schools, while j indexes students within schools.

In contextual analysis, we are not usually satisfied with just
estimating the parameters of the above equation for each school
separately. We would also like to study how this relationship may vary
with various school characteristics. We will suppoe in this example
that there are two such variables available to the statistician. One is
simply the aggregate version of the students' score X. The usual
choice here is X, the mean score of X in school i. A third variable
could be a measure of per capita spending in the school district (Z).
The variable, of course, has no counterpart on the student level. The
augmented regression model might take the following form:
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Y = BO +
1X

+ B2I + B 3Z + B4 XI + B5 XZ + (1)

Such a model not only examines the effects of student and school
level variables, but also their interaction. In other words, the role
of the individual variable is modified by the nature of the environment
in which it operates.

Empirical Bayes models provide a different approach to fitting
flexible models as in (1), yielding more easily interpretable results..
The basic idea is to use a hierarchical representation for the model:
the first level is the usual within-school regression, employing only
student level data as predictors of student performance. The second
level is a cross-school regression in which the criterion is the vector
of regression coefficients from the within-school regression and the
predictors are various school-level (aggregate) measures.

For this contextual analysis we used only a subset of the variables
and data available. The within-school regression takes the form
(suppressing school and student indices for convenience):

where

and

Y = BO + B1X1 + B2X2 + B3X3 + B4X4 +

Y = post-test score
X = pre-test score
X

1
= number of courses taken in subject area

X
2

= SES measure
X
4

3
= locus of control measure,

e N(0,a
2

) independently across students.

Let B = (B
0'

B
1'

B
2'

B
3

B
4
)"

takes the form:

where

and

Then the across-school

Z = vector of school-level predictors
= matrix of coefficients

e r%, MVN (0, ) independently across schools.

(2)

(3)



-421-

The school-level predictors are:

Z = constant (unity)
Z0 = percent of student population White
Z

1

= number of advanced offerings
Z
2
= number of discipline problems in school

Z
3
= school rating of academic instruction

Z
5

4
= public or private (Catholic) school

Z = SES measure
Z
7

6
= mean score on pre-test in school.

Equations (2) and (3) comp4se the empirical Bayes model. Maximum
likelihood estimates of 0, Y, c' and are obtained simultaneously by
employing tbe E-M algoriam (Dempster, et al., 1977). Attention usuallyfocuse§ on 0 and 4. It should be noted that the empirical Bayes esti-
mate, 2, oi-the %J.-I:thin-school regression coefficients can be representedas

g 0
LS

+
EB

)- 11.

LS
A
LS

+
EB

i.e., a weighted average of the least squares estimate of 0 and thevalue of 0 corresponding to the typical school with the same vector of
school-level characteristics, Z, as the given school. The weights are
proportional to the sizes of the estimated precision matrices of ks andY Z. In effect 2

LS is "shrunk" toward the point Y Z on the estimated
regression plane in (3). The amount of shrinking depends on how well-
determined the least equares estimate and the regression plane are.

Empirical Bayes regression estimates tend to be more stable in
cross-validation than the corresponding least squares regression
estimates (Rubin, 1980; Braun, et al., 1983). One consequence is thatthe empirical Bayes estimates of the coefficient of a particular
variable will exhibit less dispersion than the least squares estimates.
Moreover, the second level of the model enables us to generate an
estimate of the regression plane for any school, given its Z-vectors of
characteristics. We make strong use of this capability later in the
analysis when we construct various profiles of schools typical of
different classes of schools and compare their estimated regression
planes, thus obviating the necessity of identifying particular schoolswithin the class as typical.

B. DATA

The characteristics of the High School and Beyona sample are
described elsewhere (Jones, et al.). For this study, the approximately1000 schools were stratified into three SES classes and a proportional
random sample was drawn from each class, totalling 200 schools in all.
Only students in these 200 schools with complete data on the selected
variables were employed in the empirical Bayes estimation procedures andonly regressions involving three tests, vocabulary, mathematics, andscience, were studied.
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C. ANALYSIS

The estimate of the Y-matrix for the analysis of vocabulary scores
is presented below:

YVOCAB

i1

PSEO-COV 11 mmITE *or OfFR 01$ PRO6 RAT 1NST 14411C Stml SES PRE MEAN

= 4.4460 0.7016 0.4397 0.1667 -0.2372 -0.629S 0.S903 -0.0426
i

0.7..s
0

-0.0127 -0.0027
14

0.0161 -0.0010
14

0.0093 *0.0314
0.027S

-0.0492 0.1S0 0.0162 -0.02 0.0179 -0.09 -0.0426
1

-0.03SO-0.0241

'a 3

0.1,64
0.7S27 -0.1112 -0.1S63

0.1166 -0.1171 0.1190
-0.244S 0.1434

0.0562
0.1424 -0.1123

-0.1923 0.0656
0.2301

Z

Z2

Z3

Z4

Z5

Z6

Z7

Thus the estimate of the first component of R for a particular school,
the intercept gro is obtained by multiplying the first row of
against the vector Z of school-level covariates. The school-leveI
covariates were standardized for the empirical Bayes analysis.. It is
rather difficult to get a clear picture from an inspection of Y alone of
how the school-level variables affect the relationship between post-test
scores and the various individual level covariates. In part, the diffi-
culty is due to colinearity among these covariates. One way around this
problem is to derive the prediction equations for various kinds of
schools and note differences and similarities.

For this purpose, the original sample of nearly 1,000 schools was
organized in a 2x3 contingency table of school sector x school SES
level;

SECTOR

SES

LOW MED HIGH

PUBLIC 54 81 24
CATHOLIC 6 9 26

Each entry in the table is the number of sample schools in each cell. A
"typical" school for each cell (leaving out the middle SES schools) was
obtained by taking the average component-wise of the Z-vectors of the
schools in the cell. This typical Z-vector was then multiplied against
97ncAu to produce a vector of regression coefficients that can be
Tfingtt of as typical of schools in that cell. Vectors for four typical
schools are displayed below:
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PUB LOW PUB HIGH CATH LOW CATH HIGH

PSEUDO 0.1819 2.9133 1.8773 4.8141
PRE-TEST 0.8562 0.6890 0.8392 0.6687
NR COURS 0.5722 0.4919 0.6001 0.5521
SES BY 0.4867 0.3867 0.3448 0.1356
LOC CN B 1.0052 0.7097 0.5336 0.1814

We note some interesting patterns among thc coefficients. The low
SES schools have steeper slopes but lower intercepts than the high SES
schools. In particular, the regression of post-test on pre-test is
stronger in the low SES schools. It can be deduced from more detailed
study of y. that these differences arise principally because of differ-
ences in two school-level variables: school SES and mean score on
pre-test, suggesting the presence of a ceiling effect.

Another approach to understanding differences among schools is to
plot the regression planes for the different schools and observe
differences in the region of interest for student-level data.
Unfortunately, the dimensionality of the data precludes full adoption of
this suggestion. Nonetheless, we can develop a two-dimensional
approximation.

For each of the four cells, the two sectors and the two extreme SES
cells, we identify three student composites: one with student variable
values equal to the average over all students in the cell, one with
values equal to one standard deviation below the average for all
students in the cell, and one with values equal to one standard
deviation above the average for all students. For each of these three
"students," the post-test score is computed and plotted against the
pre-test score value for that student. (Thus all the explanatory
variables contribute to the calculation of the criterion, but the result
is graphed against only one of the variables.) Figure 12-1 contains the
results for the vocabulary examination. The plotted lines show a
remarkable resemblance, suggesting that in the region of interest, the
relationship between the post-test score and the student-level variables
Is effectively the same.

The results for the mathematics and science tests were similar to
those for vocabulary, perhaps leaning more in the direction of homo-
geneity of prediction planes across schools. They-matrices for the two
tests are presented below:
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Figure 12-1

Predicted Posttest Score: Vocabulary
Per Three Hypothetical %Studnts In [cell Thiel of SehooI

0-

Mil

1 3 5 7 9 1 1 1 3 1 5

PRETEST
LEGEND: TYPE -4-1-4- PUBL le, LOW SES

-s.--*---e- PUBL le, HIGH SES--4- OATH, LOW SESOATH, H I GH SES
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Y MATH

PSEU-
COV

%

WHITE
ADV

OFFER
DIS
PROB

RAT
INST PUBLIC

SCHL
SES

PRE
MEAN

PSEUDO 0.6490 0.8126 1.0111 -0.0868 -0.6649 0.4397 1,8200 -1.1633
PRETEST 0.7161 -0.0331 -0.0194 -0.0174 0.0021 0.0133 -0.0126 0.0573
NR COURS 2.0596 0.1531 0.2301 0.1542 0.0356 0.0850 0.2585 -0.5793
SES BY 0.4844 -0.0122 -0.0522 -0.1708 -0.0007 -0.2402 -0.1886 0.1870
LOC CN B 0.4856 -0.1346 -0.4541 0.0410 0.3057 -0.1829 -0.6423 0.5504

Y SCIENCE

PSEU-
COV

%

WHITE
ADV
OFFER

DIS
PROB

RAT

INST PUBLIC
SCHL
SES

PRE
MEAN

PSEUDO 2.4505 0.6001 0.1624 -0.8222 0.,.87 -1.0344 0.6851 -0.0812
PRETEST 0.7116 -0.0357 0.0129 0.0338 -0.0157 0.0496 -0.0223 0.0082
NR COURS 0.3396 0.0678 0.0140 0.0410 0.0111 -0.0594 0.0401 -0.0916
SES BY 0.3172 -0.0408 -0.1584 -0.03003 0.1215 -0.1443 0.2418 -0.0660
LOC CN B 0.1845 -0.1098 -0.1067 0.1970 -0.1104 0.2054 -0.1663 0.1159

The coefficients of the prediction equations for typical schools in
four cells of the school sector x SES matrix are also presented:

MATH

PUB LOW PUB HIGH CATH LOW CATH HIGH

PSEUDO -0.7789 3.2767 -3.1448 0.9599
PRETEST 0.7235 0.7212 0.7010 0.6887
NR COURS 2.0954 2.2400 1.8470 2.0034
SES BY 0.4829 0.2153 0.9007 0.6195
LOC CN B 0.7358 -0.3506 1.6669 0.6584

SCIENCE

PUB LOW PUB HIGH CATH LOW CATH HIGH

PSEUDO 0.7812 3.2641 2.4114 4.9294
PRETEST 0.7720 0.7051 0.6923 0.6119
NR COURS 0.2587 0.3405 0.4551 0.5407
SES BY 0.1931 0.4025 0.3440 0.5501
LOC CN B 0.5066 -0.0205 0.1652 -0.2990

We note that for mathematics, the slopes on pre-test are nearly
identical and the slopes on number of courses offered are quite similar.
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On the other hand, for science the slopes on pre-test, while similar,
more clearly exhibit a pattern similar to vocabulary, with the typical
low SES school having a slightly higher slope than the typical high SES
school within each school sector. Figures 12-2 and 12-3 display plots
of post-test scores (calculated for three composite students and based
on all four student-level variables) plotted against the corresponding
pre-test scores. In each figure, the regression lines are remarkably
similar.

This inference is buttressed by the results of a discriminant
analysis that vas run on the 110 schools in the 4-school sector x SES
cells. The within-school vectors of regression coefficients, estimated
by empirical Bayes, were the school characteristics analyzed. A
two-dimensional discriminant analysis yielded correct classifications
slightly more than 75 percent of the time. A discriminant analysis on
the vectors of regression coefficients was also run for the other two
tests. The percent correctly classified was 31% for mathematics and 64%
for science.

The above analysis has proved disappointing, in some sense, because
of the apparent homogeneity of the regression planes across a variety of
schools. Another approach is to try to identify atypical schools and
then to study their characteristics for clues to their atypicality. To
this end, we focussed on the intercept and the coefficient of pre-test
of each school's regression plane for a given test. The distribution of
intercepts was tabulated and divided into thirds, labelled LO, MED, and
HI. The distribution of slopes was treated similarly. Ignoring the
intermediate category, a 2x2 table was constructed and the appropriate
counts determined. These are presented below:

VOCABULARY MATHEMATICS SCIENCE

0 LO 2 40 23 12 0 49

E HI 40 1 13 21 40 0

LO HI LO HI LO HI

INTERCEPT INTERCEPT INTERCEPT

We note that for the vocabulary and science tests there are very
few, if any, schools that are simultaneously low or simultaneously high
on both coefficients, indicating that there are no exceptional schools
for these tests. For mathematics, however, the situation is quite
different, with a fair number of exceptional schools (of two kinds) in
evidence. A discriminant analysis suggests that the exceptionally good
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Figure 12-2

Predicted Posttest Score: Mathennafics
For Three Hypethetlee Students tri rash Wised,' School

0 5

LEGEND: TYPE

1 0 16

PRETEST
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-tr- -6- -4- CATH, HIGH SES

20 25
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Figure 12-3

Predicted Posttest Score: Science
Per Thre Hypothetic& Students In Coen Type of Soho&

2 4 a e 1 o 1 2 1 4

LEGEND: TYPE
PRETEST
-1--1---1- PUBLIC, LOW BES-$------- PUBLIC, HIGH SES
-4---4,*- CATH, LOW SES-k-"*--ir CATH, HIGH SES
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schools (steep slope and high intercept) can be distinguished by the
amount of advanced course offerings, higher pre-test scores, and fewer
discipline problems.

D. CONCLUSIONS

A hierarchical empirical Bayes procedure was used to estimate within
school regressions as well as their relationship to school characteris-
tics. The within-school regressions were a weighted combination of both
within-school information and between-school information, where the
weights were inversely proportional to the variance of the within- and
between-school estimators. Thus, the within-school regressions were
shrunk towards a hyperplane defined by the characteristics of each
school and the overall pattern of within-school regressions. These
analyses were carried out for mathematics, science, and vocabulary.

The results suggest that:

o In science and vocabulary the within-school slopes of post-test
on pre-test were highly confounded with the school intercept.
This finding suggests tile possibility of a test ceiling effect or
that the science and vocabulary areas may be less curriculum-
sensitive and/or may depend more on the input abilities.

o In mathematics, the within-school slopes of post-test on pre-test
were more independent of the intercepts, suggesting that growth
in mathematics, may be more sensitive to curriculum than is growth
in science and vocabulary.

o In the mathematics area, a discriminant analysis was run using
school characteristics to discriminate among groups of schools
characterized by steep vs. flat slopes and/or high or low
intercepts. The results of this analysis suggested that those
schools with more disciplinary problems tended to be schools
characterized by both low intercepts and flat slopes. Schools
with high intercepts and high slopes tended to offer more
advanced courses and to have higher pre-test scores and a
relatively low frequency of disciplinary problems.

o For all three tests, the regression equations for schools typical
of different school types (public/Catholic and low/high SES)
yielded very similar predicted post-test scores for a given set
of student level inputs.
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Chapter 13

SUMMARY AND POLICY IMPLICATIONS

This project, the second part of A Study of High School Excellence
funded by the Center for Statistics (CS), was designed to relate
changes in the cognitive achievement and social development of high
school students to their school experience during their last two years
of high school. The study revealed that students made significant
gains in all tested areas--vocabulary, reading, mathematics, science
and writing--between their sophomore and senior years in high school.
These gains were observed for all major racial/ethnic groups. They
were greatest for students who: 1) enrolled in an academic curriculum,
2) attended a school with a strong academic emphasis and a positive
school climate, and 3) took a large number of non-remedial courses in
the "New Basics." The major findings of this study, their relationship
to the cross-sectional study, and the policy implications of the
longitudinal study are reported below.

A. SUMMARY OF STUDY FINDINGS

1. Student and Family Background Characteristics in the Sophomore Year

It is estimated that in 1980, 76 percent of high school sophomores
were White, 13 percent were Black, and 8 percent were Hispanic. Approx-
imately 91 percent of these students were enrolled in public high
schools, 6 percent in Catholic schools, and 3 percent in other private
schools. About 70 percent of the sophomores lived with both natural
parents, one-third had changed schools because their family had moved,
and about 13 percent had repeated a grade. The average student reported
that his or her parents kept close track of school progress, but
parental involvement with the school was low. The average family
provided a variety of both study aids in the home and opportunities for
non-school learning. There were substantial variations on most of these
measures, however, especially across socioeconomic groups.

Students who later became dropouts differed significantly from
students who remained in school. In comparing their 1980 base-year
characteristics, dropouts:

o had lower test scores and lower school grades;

o did less homework;

o had lower self-esteem and less sense of control over their lives;

o had more disciplinary problems in school;

o dated more frequently and spent more time driving and riding
around; and
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o had parents who were less likely to know what the students were
doing.

The major reasons for dropping out of school, as reported by these
individuals in 1982, were: did not like school (33 percent), poor
grades (33 percent), offered a job and zhose to work (20 percent),
getting married (18 percent), and could not get along with teachers
(16 percent). Nearly one-quarter of the female dropow..s cited pregnancy

as a reason for leaving school.

2. How Did Students Change in Their Last Two Years of High School?

Students underwent changes between their sophomore and senior years,
including the following:

a. Student Behaviors

o A significant number of students moved out of the general
curriculum into the vocational or academic curriculum during
the last two years of high school. In their sophomore year,
43 percent of the students who stayed in high school were
enrolled in the general curriculum and 19 percent in the
vocational curriculum. By the senior year, 33 percent of the
students reported participation in the general curriculum and
27 percent in the vocational curriculum.

o The average high school student earned about 22 Carnegie
Units in grades 9-12. While the total number of units varied
1..Atle across curriculum tracks, the average number of units
earced in the "New Basics" ranged from 15.5 in the academic
curriculum to 12 in the general ?ducation and 11 in the
vocational education curriculum. When remedial courses,
functional level courses (such as general mathematics and
functional biology), vocational mathematics, English courses,
and ESL courses are excluded, academic students earned 13.7
units, compared to 9.4 units for general education students
and 8.4 for vocational education students. There were
racial/ethnic, gender and school type differences in
course-taking behavior within each of these three curricular
areas as well.

1
The "New Basics" include courses in English, mathematics, sciences,
social studies, foreign languages, and computer science. Data are
drawn from the transcript file, not from student self-reports of
courses taken.
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o The mean amount of homework done by students decreased
slightly between the students' sophomore and senior years,
but averaged only about four hours a week at both points in
time.

o All types of school attendance problems (unexcused absences,
tardiness, cutting classes, and suspension or probation)
increased during the last two years of high school, but
serious disciplinary problems decreased.

o Students were more likely to do paid work as seniors than as
sophomores (64 versus 42 percent of the students), and to
work more hours a week (approximate7y 16 hours per week in
the senior year compared to 9 hours per week in the sophomore
year). Attitudes toward work became more positive.

o Students watched less television as seniors (approximately 2
hours per day) than as sophomores (3 hours per day).

b. Post-High School Educational and Occupational Plans

o There was a downward shift in students' post-high school
educational plans between the sophomore and senior year in
high school. The percentage of students planning to enter a
four-year college declined from 41 to 35 percent, while Ohe
percentage planning to enter an academic program in a two-
year college rose from 6 to 10 percent. There was also a
small shift upward in the proportion of students planning to
work full-time directly after high school. The long-term
educational plans of dropouts also decreased over the two-
year period, but the typical dropout still intended to finish
high school eventually.

o Long-term occupational aspirations also changed between the
sophomore and senior year. The percentage of students
aspiring to high level professional occupations decreased,
while the proportion aspiring to lower level professional
occupations, technical and managerial jobs, increased.

c. Attitudes and Values

o Students placed less importance as seniors than as sophomores
on altruistic values, such as working to correct social and
economic inequities or serving as a leader in the community.

o By 1982, self-concept became more positive for both stayers
and for dropouts. Students who stayed in school showed an
increased sense of control over their lives, but dropouts
showed no change on the locus of control measure.
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o Students were less likely to hold sex-role stereotyped

attitudes as seniors than as sophomores.

d. Tested Achievement

Students made significant gains on all achievement tests between

their sophomore and senior years in high school.

means and gains are summarized in Table 13-1.

Table 13-1

Changes in Tested Achievement for School Stayers,

The test score

1980-1982

Mean Mean Estimated

Test Sophomore Senior Difference

Vocabulary 9.02 11.17 2.15

Reading 7.16 8.54 1.38

Mathematics 13.43 15.43 2.00

Science 9.27 10.23 0.96

Writing 8.92 10.61 1.69

In most cases, the test score gains were greater for students in

the academic curriculum than for students in the general and

vocational curricula. There was no difference in gains by

curriculum on the writing test, and there was little variation

in gains by curriculum on the science test. This suggests that

these two meastires may be less sensitive indicators of the

impact of some school processes than the other three tests.

Dropouts also showed gains in tested achievement (see Table

13-2). These gains were considerably smaller than those for

individuals who remained in school, especially for mathematics.

Table 13-2

Change in Tested Achievement for High School Dropouts, 1980-1982

Mean Mean Estimated

Test Sophomore Senior Difference

Vocabulary 5.60 7.20 1.60

Reading 4.28 5.19 0.91

Mathematics 5.88 6.31 0.43

Stience 6.51 7.15 0.64

Writing 5.41 6.71 1.30
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3. Determinants of Achievement Gain

Different analytical approaches as well as different observational
units of analyais were used in order to identify those factors that
impacted achievement gains. The following summaries highlight the
demographics, student behaviors and attitudes, and school processesfound to impact gains either directly or indirectly. Indirect impact
means that a particular variable (or class of variables) seems to affect
changes in some other student behavior which was shown to have a direct
impact on gains.

a. Relationship between Test Score Gains and Demographics

o 1980 to 1982 gains were observed in all achievement areas for
both in-school students and dropouts. Relative gains were
greater for those who remained in school than for those who
dropped out.

o Gains were observed in all achievement areas for all major
racial/ethnic groups who remained in school.

o Among in-school students, Whites gained relatively more than
Blacks and Hispanics in vocabulary and science. There were
no practical differences in gains between racial/ethnic
groups in reading, mathematics and writing.

o Among in-school students, males gained relatively more than
females in mathematics and science. Females gained more than
males in writing.

o Dropping out of high school reduced the size of gains for all
students, but the reduction varied by racial/ethnic and sex
groups and by achievement area. Growth in general language
development areas, such as vocabulary and reading, suffered
the most for Blacks, Hispanics and women who dropped out.
Some subgroups who dropped out showed no gains in mathe-
matics, most notably Mexican-Americans.

b. Relationships between Gains and Family Edu,.ational SupportVariables

o Mother's educational aspirations for her child had a positive
direct impact on gains in vocabulary, mathematics and
writing,

o Non-school related learning (such as travel, trips to
museums, etc.) had a small positive direct impact on gains in
vocabulary and science.



-436-

o In general, the family educational support variables had an
indirect impact oa gains "working through" student school
behaviors which, in turn, had a direct impact on gains.

c. Relationship between Attitudes and Achievement Gains

o Locus of control--the belief that one's success or failure
depends on one's own initiatives--was positively related to
gains in vocabulary, reading and writing.

d. RelatIonships between School Characteristics, School Processes
and Achievement Gains

For students who remained in school, several school process and
school-related student behavior variables contributed to
achievement gains.

o The academic emphasis of the school. Gains were greater in
schools where a large percentage of students were enrolled in
the academic curriculum and in schools which offered a large
number of non-remedial courses in the "New Basics."

o The climate of the school. Students showed larger achieve-
ment gains in schools that reported few disciplinary problems
and where a lack of parental interest in the school was not
considered a problem.

o Student ratings of their schools. Students were asked to
rate the quality of their teachers and of the instruction
that they received. Achievement gains were greater in
schools with higher average student ratings.

o Course exposure. In each achievement area, the number of
courses that a student took beyond the remedial or functional
level was positively related to test score gain.

o Homework. Other things being equal, students who did more
homework showed greater test score gains.

o Curriculum. Students enrolled in the academic curriculum
showed greater gains than did students enrolled in the
general curriculum, and both groups did better than students
in the vocational track. This is due primarily to variations
in course-taking behavior by students in different curricula:
The average number of non-remedial courses in the "New
Basics" was highest in the academic curriculum, followed by
the general and then by the vocational curricula.
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B. RELATING THE TWO STUDIES

As indicated in the first chapter of this report, this longitudinal
study is the second of two related studies of excellence in high school
education. The earlier cross-sectional study (Rock et al., 1985b) com-
pared individuals who were high school seniors in 1972 with individuals
who were seniors in 1980. This cross-sectional study revealed a decline
in tested achievement in vocabulary, reading and mathematics. Results
also indicated that changes in students' school behaviors and in school
characteristics were the major factors in the test score change. Thechanges that contributed most to the decline were: (1) a shift of
students away from the academic curriculum, (2) a decrease in the numberof semesters of social studies, science, and foreign languages taken by
students, and (3) a drop in the amount of homework done. In addition,
certain school characteristics, such as the dropout rate and the pro-
portion of, students enrolled in the academic curriculum, contributed tothe test score decline. Population shifts had little effect on the testscore decline.

1. Curriculum Choice

Both the cross-sectional and the longitudinal studies found that
curriculum was strongly related to test scores. Students who entered
the academic curriculum tended to have higher scores than students who
entered the general and the vocational curricula. The cross-sectional
study showed that the 1972-1980 shift of students away from the acadevic
curriculum was a major factor in the test score decline. The longi-
tudinal study showed that students who enrolled in the academic
curriculum had greater test score gains than students in tha other
curricula. Much of this difference can be explained by variations in
course-taking patterns in different curricula.

2. Course Taking

In the cross-sectional analysis, a drop in the frequency with whichstudents reported taking "traditional" college-preparation courses suchas foreign languages, science, and/or courses requiring laboratory work,contributed to test score decline. The longitudinal study of gainsshowed that, in each achievement area, larger gains were related to thenumber of non-remedial courses taken.

3. Homework

The amount of homework done by high school seniors declined between1972 and 1980. This decline contributed to the cross-sectional testscore decline. The longitudinal study showed that the amount of
homework done was positively related to achievemert gains in virtually
all tested areas.
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4. School Processes

A number of school processes appeared to contribute tc the cross-

sectional test score decline: an increase in the proportion of students
who reported the need for a stronger academic emphasis it: their high
school, an increase in the percentage of schools with a high dropout
rate, and a decrease in students' rating of the quality of their

schools. In the longitudinal study, the academic emphasis of the high
school, school climate, and student ratings of the quality of
instruction in their schools contributed to achievement gains in the
last two years of high school.

C. POLICY IMPLICATIONS

One of the major objectives of this study was to identify the impact
of the last two years of high school on gains in tested achievement and
to identify those school processes that contributed most to these gains.
Our study shows that schools do make a difference. However, all

students do not have equal access to the school processes that
contribute most to test score gain.

1. Schools Do Make a Difference

First, students who stayed in high school until they graduated
showed larger gains in all the areas of tested achievement than did
dropouts. In addition, early dropouts who later participated in a GED
or training program showed greater gains than did early dropouts who did

not receive any further education.

Second, there are a set of identifiable school factors and
school-related student behaviors that explain a significant portion of
achievement gains for all students. Exposure to courses in the "New
Basics," enrollment in an academic curriculum, and attendance in a
school that provides academic emphasis and rigor and has a positive
school climate are important factors contributing to gains in tested
achievement. Other things being equal, these variables have a similar
impact on achievement gains for all groups of students, whether White or
Black, male or female, or enrolled in a public or in a Catholic school.
These positive school processes, however, are more likely to be found in
Catholic than in public schools.

Third, schools have been most effective in reducing differential
achievement gains in reading and mathematics, content areas that are
most sensitive to formal schooling. Schools have been less effective in
reducing differential gains in vocabulary, probably because vocabulary
is more influenced by family and peers.

Fourth, it appears that programs emphasizing basic skills in reading
and, to a somewhat lesser extent, in mathematics, have been effective in
halting the growth of the achievement gap between White and minority
students and between students of different socioeconomic levels.
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2. Access to School Processes Is Unequal

Unfortunately, access to the school processes that affect gain is
not equal. Although access within schools does not appear to favor one
racial/ethnic group over another, students attending schools with a low
SES student population are exposed to a different set of educational
opportunities than are students attending schools with a high SES
population. For example, low SES schools have a smaller proportion of
students enrolled in the academic curriculum; offer fewer advanced
academic courses (particularly trigonometry, calculus, third and fourth
years of a foreign language and Advanced Placement courses); require
college preparatory students to take fewer mathematics, science and
foreign language courses; have higher rates of absenteeism, suspension,
and other disciplinary problems; report less parental interest in the
school; have fewer students rating the quality of instruction highly;
and have less money to spend on educational programs.

Who attends low SES schools? Blacks and other minority students are
nearly four times as likely to attend these schools as are White
students. In 1980, 12 percent of the White and 46 percent of the Black,
Mexican-American, and Puerto Rican high school sophomores were enrolled
in such schools. In contrast, 30 percent of the White and only 10
percent of the minority students attended schools with a high average
SES student population. When students are grouped by racial/ethnic
group and by school SES, there is no meaningful variation within school
SES in any of the school variables discussed above. In fact, low SES
minority students are likely to have more access to remedial education
programs and slightly more access to academic courses than are low SES
Whites.

3. What Kinds of Policies Do These Findings Suggest?

Educational policies should be directed toward improving schools and
toward equalizing access to educational opportunities for all students.
In particular, these policies should address school standards, special
programs, access to educational programs, the role of the family in
supporting learning, and the dropout problem.

o All students should receive solid preparation in the "New
Basics"--English, mathematics, science, history and other social
studies, and computer science.

o In addition to the "New Basics," students entering high school at
an educational disadvantage should also receive remedial
services. Schools must give consideration to how these students
can obtain both basic skills and subject matter competencies in a
four-year program.

o All students should have an equal opportunity to take advanced
academic offerings, such as honors and Advanced Placement
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courses, calculus or other advanced mathematics courses,
specialized science courses, etc. These opportunities could be

provided in one of three ways. First, curricular offerings could

be enriched in all schools so that students attending low SES
schools have the same educational opportunities as students
attending other schools. Second, in large communities, magnet
schools could be created to provide specialized academic
programs. Third, students could receive financial support (e.g.,
vouchers) to attend those public or private secondary schools or
post-secondary institutions that already offer advanced academic

courses.

The first approach may not be cost-effective, since these kinds
of courses may be of interest to only a limited number of
students in any school. Under the second and third approaches,
however, only a limited number of students could have physical
access to advanced academic programs. In addition, approaches

that remove the most academically able students from the
neighborhood high school could have negative consequences for the
overall quality of instruction in the neighborhood school. For

example, it might be difficult to attract good teachers for those
schools whose student body consists primarily of non-college
bound students.

o Regardless of the educational program offered, the best learning
conditions and largest achievement gains are found in schools
that set high expectations for their students (including the
amount of homework required) and that maintain a positive school

climate.

o This study has also shown the important role that families play
in encouraging learning. Policies should be developed to
strengthen the home educational support system, parental interest
in the school and in the student's educational progress, and in
providing a place to study and opportunities for non-school
learning experiences. Policies should also be designed to help
students develop the understanding that they can influence their
future through their own educational efforts.

o Finally, this study identified the multi-faceted nature of the
dropout problem. Students drop out of high school for different
reasons and at different points in their high school career.
Preventive policies need to differentiate among groups of
potential dropouts--pregnant teenagers, students with pressing
economic needs, students with school behavior problems, and/or
students alienated from school in other ways. For some students,
dropout prevention programs at the high school level come too
late. Programs should be started when students first exhibit
characteristics associated with high school attrition--low
self-esteem, poor grades, attendance problems, and/or lack of
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family educational support. Family-school cooperation should be
an integral part of dropout prevention at all grades. In
addition., some dropouts may benefit from opportunities to
continue their high school education in alternative settings or
to obtain a high school diploma through alternative routes.
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APPENDIX A

Some of the population classification variables used in this' report
are self-explanatory while others need additional definition. Definitions
and coding procedures for the latter are presented below.

SES - SES scores are based on an equally weighted composite
consisting of father's and mother's education,
father's occupation, family income and selected house-
hold items.

LOW SES - is the lower quartile of the SES composite
scores.

MIDDLE SES - is the two middle quartiles of the SES
composite scores.

HIGH SES - is the upper quartile of the SES composite
scores.

RACE/ETHNICITY -

Individuals who responded to the Base Year (1980) Orgin/
Descent question by indicating that they belonged to one
of the four Hispanic groups (Mexican American, Puerto
Rican, Cuban, and other Hispanic) were coded in these
categories. Cubans and other Hispanics were combined in
the group designated "Other Hispanics." In selected
cross-tabs, Mexican-Americans, Puerto Ricans and other
Hispanics were combined into a "Hispanic" category. '

Individuals who responded to the Base Year Race question
by indicating that they were White, Black, Asian Americans
or American Indians were coded in these categories.
Individuals who did not respond to the Base Year questions
on Orgin/Descent and Race were assigned to a racial/ethnic
group from their responses to these questions in the First
Follow-up Year (1982).

GEOGRAPHIC
REGIONS - The four regions consisted of the following:

Northeast - New England and Middle Atlantic

Northcentral - East North Central and West North
Central

South - South Atlantic, East South Central and

West South Central

West - Mountain and Pacific

CURRICULUM Self report in both 1980 and 1982
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APPENDIX B

DEFINITION OF HSB SOPHOMURE COHORT RACE VARIAbLE
Olt

WE ORIGINALLY DEFINED RACE IN A MANNER SIMILAR TO THE COMPOSITERACE VARIABLE IN THE HSB DATABASE: BASICALLY, THAT AN INDIVIDUAL WAS
CONSIDERED HISPANIC IF HE/SHE INDICATED ONE OF THE HISPANIC GROUPS ONTHE "ORIGIN OR DESCENT" QUESTION IN EITHER THE BASE YEAR OR FOLLOWUP.
IN ADDITION, WE ASSUMED THAT IN CASE OF A DESCREPANCY, THE FOLLOWUP
RESPONSES WERE KURE LIKELY TO BE RELIABLE.

THESE ASSUMPTIONS LEO TO WEIGHTED ESTIMATES OF HISPANICS IN THE
POPULATICN OF I4X UR MORE. SEVERAL SOURCES INDICATE THAT THIS IS A
GROSS OVERESTIMATE OF HISPANICS IN THE HIGH SCHOOL POPULATION, AND THAT
THE ACTUAL PROPORTION IS CLOSER TO ABOUT 8S. BILL FETTERS NOTED THAT
THE BASE YEAR RACE AND ORIGIN/DESCENT QUESTIONS, 'LTHOUGH THEY HAVE A
GOOD DEAL OF MISSING DATA, COME CLOSE TO REFLECTI.4G KNOWN PROPORTIONSOF THE PCPULATION. HE SUGGESTED THAT THE WORDING OF THE FOLLOWUP
ORIGIN/DESCENT QUESTION (WHICH OFFERED 4 HISPANIC ALTERNATIVES AND
ONE NOW.HISPANICI MAY HAVE IMPLIED TO SOME STUDENTS THAT THEY WERE
EXPECTED TO CHOOSE ONE OF THE HISPANIC GROUPS. HAD THE FULL LIST OF
ORIGIN/DESCENT GROUPS OFFERED IN THE BASE YEAR QUESTIONNAIRE ALSO
APPEARED IN THE FOLLUWUP, RESPONSES MIGHT HAVE BEEN DIFFERENT.

A SUBSTITUTE COMPOSITE RACE VARIABLE, WHICH PRODUCES PANEL-WEIGHT
PaPULATICN ESTIMATES OF ABOUT 8.1* HISPANIC AND 13.3X BLACK, IS
OEFINE0 AS FOLLOWS:

IF BASE YEAR ORIGIN/OESCEN1 IS HISPANIC-------------STUDENT IS HISPANIC

I IF
I NOT,

BASE YEAR RACE IS CONSIDERED.
IF BASE YEAR RACE IS BLACK,
WHITE, AMERICAN INDIAN, OR ASIAN STUDENT IS ASSIGNED

TO RACE CATEGORY

IF BASE YEAR RACE
I IS "OTHER" OR MISSING,

FOLLOWUP ORIGIN/DESCENT IS CONSIDERED.
IF FCLLOWUP ORIGIN/DESCENT IS HISPANIC STUDENT IS HISPANIC

IF

I NOT,

FOLLOWUP RACE IS CONSIDERED.
IF FELLOWUP RACE IS BLACK,
WHITE, AMERICAN INDIAN, OR ASIAN STUDENT IS ASSIGNED

TO RACE CATEGORY
I IF
I NOT,

RACE IS UNKNOWN.
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CURREN/ OR MOST RECENT OCCUPATION OF RESPONDENT'S FATHER OR KALE GUARDIAN
(ALL STUDENTS)

APPENDIX C-1

I I CLERK ICRAFTS IFARMER/I HOME- ILABORERIMANAGERI ARMED lOPERAT.IPROF. II
II I I IAGICULI MAKER I I IFORCES I I I I

STAYERS P

DROPOUTS I

428 I 2972 I 905 I 49 I
51 I 370 I 112 I 6 I

2.341 16.96 I 5.14 I 0.26 I

38 I 318 I 78 I 17 I

61 661 161 31
2.07120.371 5.06 I 0.931

1759 I 2325 I 402 I 2266 I 1170 I NUMBER
215 I 287 I 52 I 285 I 146 I WGTO N

9.85 I 13.14 I 2.41 I 13.05 I 6.721 ROM PCT

215 I 131 I 45 I 280 I 60 I NUMBER
451 261 61 581 131 WGTO N

13.86 I 6.681 2.74 I 17.94 I 4.25 I ROW PCT

TOTAL I 466 I 3290 I 983 I 66 I 1974 I 2456 I 447 I 2548 I 1230 I NUMBER57 I 436 I 128 I 9 I 260 I 315 I 60 I 343 I 159 I MGM N2.31 I 17.40 I 5.13 I 0.37 I 10.38 I 12.56 I 2.46 I 13.69 I 6.39 I ROW PCT

I IPROF. 2IPROPRT.IPROTECTI SALES I SCHL ISERVICEI TECH. I TOTAL I I
I I I OWNER ISERVICEI ITEACHERI

I I I I

STAYERS I 1040 I 1307 I 556 I 999 I 329 I 356 I 760 I 17625 I NUMBER
117 I 161 65 I 128 I 42 I 41 I 100 I 2184 I MGM) N5.361 7.381 3.011 5.901 1.951 1.91 I 4.601100.001 ROW PCT

DROPOUTS I 34 I 121 I 44 I 46 I 6 I 44 I 53 I 1530 I NUMBER71 271 91 101 ii 101 131 3261 WGTD N
2.27 I 8.31 I 2.90 I 3.10 I 0.31 I 3.25 I 3.97 1100.00 I RON PCT

ITOTAL I 1074 I 1428 I 600 I 1045 I 335 I 400 I 813 I 19155 I NUMBER
124 I 188 I 74 I 138 I 43 I 51 I 113 I 2512 I WGTD N

4.95 I 7.50 I 2.99 I 5.54 I 1.73 I 2.09 I 4.51 1100.00 I ROW PCT
1

NOTE: WEIGHTED ti IS IN THOUSANDS 516



CURRENT OR MOST RECENT OCCUPATION OF RESPONDENT'S FATHER OR MALE GUARDIAN
IMALFS ONLY)

APPENDIX C-2

I CLERK ICRAFTS IFARMERI1 HOME- ILABORERIMANAGERI ARMED IOPERAT.IPROF. 11
IAGICUL.I MAKER I I IFORCES 1

I

i STAYFRS I 227 I 1563 I 475 I 26 I 844 I 1202 I 229 I 1023 I 606 I UMBER
1 I 26 I 198 I 60 I 3 I 105 I 148 I 30 I 129 I 76 I WGTD N
I I 2.34 I 17.66 I 5.34 I 0.33 I 9.39 I 13.22 I 2.70 I 11.49 I 6.80 I ROW PCT
I

DROPOUTS I 22 I 172 I 51 I 8 I 102 I 76 I 29 I 137 I 42 I NUMBER
41 361 111 11 231 171 51 271 101 WGTO N

2.16 119.501 6.38 I 0.84112.321 9.571 3.09 114.721 5.421 ROW PCT

TOTAL I 249 I 1735 I 526 I 34 I 946 I 1278 I 258 I 1160 I 648 I NUMBER
30 I 234 I 71 I 4 I 128 I 165 I 35 I 156 I 84 I MGM N

2.31 I 17.92 I 5.49 I 0.40 I 9.81 I 12.70 I 2.75 I 11.95 I 6.61 I ROW PCT

IPROF. 2IPROPRT.IPROTECTI SALES I SCHL ISERVICEI TECH. I TOTAL I

I OWNER ISERVICEI ITEACHERI

STAYERS I 577 I 639 I 273 I 555 I 175 I 172 I 400 I 8986 I NUMBER
62 I 80 I 32 I 72 I 22 I 20 I 54 I 1124 I WGTD N

5.581 7.16 I 2.89 I 6.45 I 2.01 I 1.83 I 4.81 1100.00 I ROW PCT

DROPOUTS I 25 I 69 I 23 I 27 I 4 I 20 I 31 I 838 I NUMBER
51 151 51 71 01 51 81 1871 MGM N

3.20 I 8.37 I 2.81 I 3.94 I 0.29 I 2.83 I 4.56 1100.00 I ROW PCT

TOTAL I 602 I 708 I 296 I 582 I 179 I 192 I 431 I 9824 I NUMBER
67 I 95 I 37 I 79 I 22 I 25 I 62 I 1311 I MGM N

5.241 7.331 2.881 6.101 1.761 1.971 4.77 Iioo.00 I ROW PCT

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANDS
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CURRENT OR MOST RECENT OCCUPATION OF RESPONDENT'S FATHER OR MALE GUARDIAN
(FEMALES ONLY(
APPENDIX C-3

I CLERK (CRAFTS IFARMER/I HOME- ILABORERIMANAGERI ARMED lOPERAT.IPROF. II
IAGICUL.I MAKER I I !FORCES I

STAYERS I 201 I 1409 I 430 I 23 I 915 I 1123 I 173 I 1245 I 564 I NUMBER24 I 171 I 52 I 2 I 109 I 138 I 22 I 155 I 70 I WGTO N2.34 I 14.1.21 I 4.92 I 0.24 I 10.34 I 13.07 I 2.12 I 14.70 I 6.62 I ROW PCT

DROPOUTS I 16 I 146 I 27 I 9 I 113 I 55 I 16 I 143 I 18 NUMBER21 301 41 11 221 10 31 311 3 WGTO N1.96 121.531 3.311 1.06 115.911 7.501 2.28122.211 2.68 I ROW PCT

TOTAL I 217 I 1555 I 457 I 32 I 1028 I 1178 I 189 I 1388 I 582 I NUMBER26 I 201 I 56 I 3 I 131 I 148 I 25 I 186 I 73 I MGM N2.30 I 16.84 I 4.73 I 0.33 I 11.00 I 12.41 I 2.14 I 15.58 I 6.16 I ROW PCT

IPROF. 2IPROPRT.IPROTECTI SALES I SOIL (SERVICE! TECH. I TOTAL II OWNER (SERVICE( (TEACHER(

STAYERS I 463 I 668 I 283 I 444 I 154 I 184 I 360 I 8639 I NUMBER54 I 80 I 33 I 56 I 19 I 21 I 46 I 1060 WGTO N5.12 I 7.62 I 3.13 I 5.32 I 1.88 I 1.99 I 4.37 1100.00 I ROW PCT

DROPOUTS I 9 I 52 I 21 I 19 I 2 I 24 I 22 I 692 I NUMBER11 lii 41 21 01 51 41 1411 WGTO N1.04 8.23 I 3.02 1.98 I 0.33 I 3.80 I 3.18 1100.00 I ROW PCT

TOTAL I 472 I 720 I 304 I 463 I 156 I 208 I 382 I 9331 I UMBERSS I 91 I 37 I 58 I 19 I 26 I 50 I 1201 I WGTO N4.64 I 7.69 I 3.12 I 4.93 I 1.70 I 2.21 I 4.23 1100.00 I ROW PCT

NOTE( WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANDS

518



CURRENT OR MOST RECENT OCCUPATION OF RESPONDENT'S FATHER OR HALE GUARDIAN
(WHITE GROUP ONLY)

APPENDIX C-4

I I
CLERK ICRAFTS IFARMER/I HOME- ILABORERIMANAGERI ARMED IOPERAT.IPROF. II I

I I I IAGICUL.I MAKER I I !FORCES I I I I

r

STAYERS I 279 I 2090 I 638 I 17 I 1084 I 1887 I 229 I 1515 I 919 I NUMBER

36 I 281 I 84 I 2 I 146 I 247 I 31 I 205 I 121 I WGTO N

2.14 I 16.48 I 4.98 I 0.14 I 8.57 I 14.52 I 1.88 I 12.05 I 7.15 I ROW PCT

DROPOUTS I 13 I 197 I 39 I 5 I 117 I 93 I 24 I 164 I 33 I NUMBER

21 451 91 ii 301 221 41 401 8 MUD N
1.29 I 20.28 I 4.39 I 0.67 I 13.87 I 10.13 I .22 I 18.22 I 3.80 I ROW PCT

TOTAL I 292 I 2287 I 677 I 22 I 1201 I 1980 I 253 I 1679 I 952 I NUMBER

38 I 326 I 93 I 3 I 176 I 269 I 35 I 245 I 129 I WGTO N

2.04 I 16.92 I 4.91 I 0.20 I 9.18 I 14.01 I 1.92 I 12.77 I 6.76 I RON PCT

IPROF. 2IPROPRT.IPROTECTI SALES I SCHL ISERVICEI TECH. I TOTAL I

STAYERS I

I OWNER ISERVICEI

I I I

898 i 1034 I 400 I

103 I 135 I 51 I

6.09 I 7.96 I 3.00 I

I I I

ITEACHERI

I I

846 I 273 I

113 I 36 I

6.66 I 2.14 I

I I

I

180 I

23 I

1.35 I

I

I I

609 I 12898 I

83 I 1705 I

4.88 1100.00 I

I I

I

NUMBER I

WGTO N I

RON PCT I

I

DROPOUTS i 21 I 75 i 27 i 28 2 i 26 I 39 i 903 i NUMBER

SI 181 71 71 01 61 101 2221 WGT0 N

2.49 I 8.09 I 3.21 I 3.37 I 0.21 I 2.96 I 4.82 1100.00 I RON PCT

TOTAL I 919 I 1109 I 427 I 874 I 275 I 206 I 648 I 13801 I NUMBER

108 I 153 I 58 I 120 I 36 I 29 I 93 I 1927 I MGM N
5.68 I 7.98 I 3.03 I 6.28 I 1.92 I 1.54 I 4.88 1100.00 I RON PCT

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANDS
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CURRENT OR MOST RECENT OCCUPATION OF RESPONDENT'S FATHER OR MALE GUARDIAN
IBLACK GROUP ONLYI

APPENDIX C-5

I CLERK ICRAFTS IFARMER/I HOME- ILABORERIMANAGERI ARMED IOPERAT.IPROF.
11IAGICUL.1 MAKER I

I !FORCES I

STAYERS I 63 I 282 I 73 I 9 I 248 I 129 I 69 I 283 I 66 I NUMBER61 321 91 11 301 131 61 341 5 MGM N3.88 I 18.10 I 5.40 I 0.59 I 17.13 I 7.36 I 4.72 I 18.98 I 3.33 I ROW PCT

DROPOur I 11 I 27 I 16 I 3 I 31 I 16 I 6 I 40 I 8 I NUMBER11 51 31 01 41 21 01 7 1I WGTO N4.05 I 15.43 I 9.43 I 1.10 I 12.67 I 7.41 I 2.24 I 19.05 I 4.68 I ROW PCT

TOTAL I 74 I 309 I 89 I 12 I 279 I 145 I 75 I 323 I 74 I NUMBER71 371 121 11 341 151 81 411 61 WGTO N3.91 I 17.63 I 6.11 I 0.68 I 16.35 I 7.37 I 4.28 I 18.99 I 3.57 I ROW PCT

I !PROF. 2IPPOPRT.IPROTECTI SALES I SCHL !SERVICE! TECH. I TOTAL I
II I I OWNER !SERVICE! !TEACHER!

I I I I

STAYERS I 43 I 67 I 63 I 28 I 17 I 66 I 47 I 1553 I WIDER41 61 61 31 21 81 511801 WGTO N2.26 I 3.84 I 3.44 I 1.74 I 1.21 I 4.85 I 3.17 1100.00 I ROW PCT

DROPOUTSI 61 131 71 51 21 91 11 2011 NUMBER11 31 11 11 DI 21 01 381 WGTO N2.87 I 7.91 I 3.14 I 2.83 I 0.44 I 6.28 I 0.46 1100.00 I ROW PCT

TOTAL I 49 I ao I 70 I 33 I 19 I 75 I 48 I 1754 I NUMBER51 91 71 41 21 101 51 2181 WGTO N2.37 I 4.56 I 3.39 I 1.93 I 1.07 I 5.10 I 2.69 1100.00 I ROW PCT

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANDS

520



CURRENT OR MOST RECENT OCCUPATION OF RESPONDENT'S FATHER OR MALE GUARDIAN

1ASIAN GROUP ONLYI
APPENDIX C-6

I CLERK !CRAFTS IFARMER/I HOME- ILABORERIMANAGERI ARMED IOPERAT.IPROF. 11

IAGICUL.I MAKER I I 1FORCES I 1

STAYERS I 9 I 22 I 9 I 0 I 15 I 29 I 16 I 16 I 35 I NUMBER

11 21 01 01 11 31 11 11 3 WGTD N

4.75 I 10.51 I 2.55 I 0.00 I 6.38 I 12.181 7.471 6.31 I 13.05 I ROW PCT

DROPOUTSI 11 DI DI DI 01 01 11 01 11 NUMBER
01 Dl 01 01 DI 01 01 DI 01 WGTO N

20.06 I 0.00 I 0.00 I 0.00 I 0.00 I 0.00 I 21.52 I 0.00 I 3.93 I ROW PCT

TOTAL I 10 I 22 I 9 I 0 I 15 I 29 I 17 I 16 I
36 I NUMBER

11 21 01 01 11 31 11 11 3 WGTD N

5.33 I 10.11 I 2.46 I 0.00 I 6.14 I 11.72 I 8.00 I 6.07 I 12.70 I ROW PCT

IPROF. 2IPROPRT.IPROTECTI SALES I SCHL ISERVICEI TECH. I TOTAL I

OWNER ISERVICEI ITEACHERI

STAYERS I 23 I 29 I 4 I 11 I 2 I 6 I 13 I 239 I NUMBER

21 21 01 I 01 01 11 251 WGTO N

8.92 I 11.14 I 2.61 I 4.87 I 1.09 I 1.38 I 6.81 1100.00 I ROW PCT

DROPOUTSI 01 21 11 01 01 DI 01 61 NUMBER

DI 01 01 01 DI 01 01 11 WGTD N

0.00 I 42.60 I 11.89 I 0.00 I 0.00 I 0.00 I 0.00 1100.00 I ROW PCT

I

I TOTAL I 23 I 31 I 5 I II I 2 I 6 I 13 I 245 I NUMBER

I I 21 21 01 11 01 DI 11 261 WGTD N

I I 8.58 I 12.34 I 2.96 I 4.681 1.051 1.331 6.55 1100.00 I ROW PCT

I

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANDS
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CURRENT OR MOST RECENT OCCUPATION OF RESPONDENT'S FATHER OR MALE GUARDIAN
(NATIVE AMERICAN GROUP ONLY)

APPENDIX C-7

I CLERK ICRAFTS IFARMER/I HOME- ILABORERIMANAGERI ARMED IOPERAT.IPROF. 11IAGICUL.I MAKER I I IFORCES I

STAYERS I 5 I 37 I 9 I 1 I 23 I 7 I 7 I 16 I 15 I NUMBERDI 41 11 01 21 01 01 21 21 WGTO N3.27 I 24.35 I 5.15 I 0.77 I 14.75 I 4.311 4.49 I 10.32 I 10.39 I ROW PCT

DROPOUTSI DI 10 1 11 61 11 21 91 3 NUMBERDI 1 01 DI 11 01 DI 1 0 WGT0 N0.00 I 27.52 I 3.17 I 2.01 I 15.38 I 3.08 I 1.24 I 27.16 I 9.29 I ROW PCT

TOTAL 51 471 101 21 291 81 91 251 181 NUMERDI SI 11 01 31 01 01 31 21 WGT0 N2.47 I 25.14 I 4.66 I 1.08 I 14.91 I 4.01 I 3.69 I 14.48 I 10.12 I ROW PCT

!PROF. 2IPR,PRT.IPROTECTI SALES I SCHL ISERVICEI TEM I TOTAL I
1I OWNER ISERVICEI ITEACHERI

STAYERS I 5 I 6 I 4 I 7 I 3 I 6 I 6 I 157 I NUMBERDI 01 DI DI 01 01 01 201 WGTO N3.34 I 4.06 I 0.68 I 4.43 I 1.74 I 4.17 I 3.76 1100.00 I ROW PCT

OPOPOUTSI DI DI DI 31 1 CI 11 38 NUMERDI DI 01 DI DI DI DI 6 WGTO N0.00 I 0.00 I 0.00 I 5.99 I 2.83 I 0.00 I 2.33 Iioo.00 I ROW PCT

TOTAL I 51 6 41 101 41 61 71 1951 NUMERDI DI DI DI DI 01 DI 261 WGTO N2.52 I 3.06 I 0.51 I 4.82 I 2.01 I 3.14 I 3.41 1100.00 I ROW PCT

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANOS
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CURRENT OR MOST RECENT OCCUPATION OF RESPONDENT'S FATHER OR MALE GUARDIAN
(MEXICAN AMERICAN GROUP ONLY)

APPENDIX C-8

I CLERK ICRAFTS WARMER/I HOME. ILABORERIMANADERI ARMED IOPERAT.IPROF. 11
IAGICUL.I MAKER I IFORCES

STAYERS I 32 I 312 I 109 I 9 I 244 I 136 I 37 I 236 I 43 I NUMBER

21 231 71 01 171 81 31 201 3 WGTO N

2.31 I 21.81 I 6.91 I 0,16 I 15.87 I 7.63 I 3.31 I 18.80 I 3.52 I ROW PCT

DROPOUTSI 91 37I 151 SI 391 9j 41 42I 8I NUMBER

II 41 11 01 51 11 ii 41 11 WGTO N
6.84 I 16.62 I 6.57 I 1.81 I 17.70 1 5.00 I 4.72 I 17.06 I 5.80 I ROW PCT

TOTAL I 41 I 349 I 124 I 14 I 283 I 145 I 41 I 278 I 51 I NUMBER
31 271 61 01 221 91 41 241 41 WGTD N

3.27 I 20.71 I 6.84 I 1.07 I 16.26 t 7.07 I 3.61 I 18.43 I 4.01 I ROW PCT

IPROF. 2IPROPRTAPROTECTI SALES I SCHL ISERVICEI TECH. I TOTAL I

I OWNER ISERVICEI ITEACHERI

I

STAYERS I 23 I 76 I 33 I 39 I 12 I 52 I 35 I 1428 I NUMBER
11 5 ; 21 31 01 41 21 108 WOTD N

1.35 I 4.98 I 2.08 I 3.25 I 0.58 I 3.99 I 2.74 1100.00 I ROW PCT

I

DROPOUTSI 11 101 51 51 11 61 41 2001 NUMBER
01 11 01 01 01 ii 01 291 MGM N

0.16 I 6.44 I 1.39 I 2.45 I 0.67 I 4.15 I 2.63 1100.00 I ROW PCT

TOTAL I 24 I 86 I 38 I 44 I 13 I 58 I 39 I 1628 I NUMBER
11 61 21 31 01 51 21 1371 WOTO N

1.10 I 5.29 I 1.93 I 3.08 I 0.60 I 4.02 I 2.72 1100.00 I ROW PCT

NOTE: WCIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANDS

523



CURRENT OR MOST RECENT OCCUPATION OF RESPOHOENT'S FATHER OR KALE MARDIAN
(PUERTO RICAN GROUP ONLY)

APPENDIX C-9

I CLERK ICRAFTS IFARMER/I HONE- ILABORERIMANAGERI
ARMED IOPERAT.IPROF. II

STAYERS I

IAGICUL.I MAKER I
I

8 I 44 I 6 I 4.1 17 I01 41 01 01 21
2.32 I 20.28 I 3.71 I 2.33 I 10.81 I

IFORCES I

14 I 4 I 46 Iii DI 41
7.23 I 2.11 I 19.11 I

13 I
1

6.95 I

NUMBER
WGTD N
ROW PCT

DROPOUTSI 11 81 31 DI 51 41 31 71 01 NUMBER01 11 DI 01 01 01 01 11 0 WGTO N0.61 I 17.70 I 6.65 I 0.00 I 14.20 I 6.83 I 10.83 I 20.18 I 0.00 I ROW PCT

I
I !

I TOTAL I 9 I 52 I 9 I 4 I 22 I 18 I 7 I 53 I 13 I NUMBERI
I o 1 51 01 DI 21 11 01 51 1 WGTD NI
I 1.94 I 19.70 I 4.37 I 1.80 I 11.58 I 7.14 I 4.07 I 19.35 I 5.39 ROW PCT

IPROF. 2IPROPRT.IPROTECTI SALES I SCHL !SERVICE! TECH. I TOTAL II OWNER ISERVICEI ITEACHERI

STAYERS I 4 I 13 I 10 I 7 I 2 I 10 I 9 I 211 I NUMBERDI 11 01 DI 01 DI 01 221 WGT0 N3.03 I 6.08 I 3.74 I 2.80 I 0.81 I 4.25 I 4.42 1100.00 I ROW PCT

DROPOUTSI 11 21 21 21 01 01 DI 381 NUMBER01 01 01 01 01 01 DI 6 WGTD N4.24 I 5.93 I 8.37 I 4.47 I 0.00 I 0.00 I 0.00 1100.00 I ROW PCT

TOTAL I S I 15 I 12 I 9 I 2 I 10 I 9 I 249 I NUMBER01 11 DI DI DI 01 DI 281 WGTD N3.31 I 6.05 I 4.78 I 3.17 I 0.63 I 3.29 I 3.43 1100.00 I ROW PCT

NOTE; WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANDS
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CURRENT OR MOST RECENT OCCUPATION OF RESPONDENT'S FATHER OR MALE GUARDIAN
(OTHER HISPANIC GROUP ONLY)

APPENDIX C-I0

I CLERK ICRAFTS IFARMER/I HOME- ILABORERIMANAGERI ARMED IOPERAT.IPROF. II

STAYFRS I

IAGICULI MAKER I I

31 I 161 I 56 I 5 I 108 I

IFORCES I

107 I 23 I 141 I 76 I NUMBER

21 171 71 01 111 101 21 151 71 WGTD N

2.56 I 16.89 I 6.66 I 0.56 I 11.24 I 9.99 I 2.75 I 14.60 I 7.24 I ROW PCT

DROPOUTSI 2I 311 41 11 141 61 11 121 41 NUMBER

01 SI 01 DI 21 01 01 11 11 WGTD N

0.46 I 32.82 I 4.20 I 0.80 I 13.32 I 4.69 I 1.47 I 11.46 I 6.76 I ROW PCT

TOTAL I 31 I 192 I 60 I 6 I 122 I 113 I 24 I 153 I 80 I NUMBER

21 22 71 DI 131 101 21 161 8 WGTO N

2.30 I 18.91 I 6.34 0.59 I 11.51 I 9.32 I 2.59 I 14.20 I 7.18 I ROW PCT

!PROF. OPROPRT.IPROTECTI SALES I SCHL ISERVICEI TECH. I TOTAL I

I OWNER ISERVICEI ITEACHERI

STAYERS I 38 I 74 I 34 I 57 I 15 I 29 I 38 I 993 I NUMBER

3 71 31 SI ii 21 41 1061 WGTO N

3.21 I 6.80 I 3.61 I 5.12 I 1.67 I 2.69 I 4.42 1100.00 I ROW PCT

DROPOUTS I 5 I 15 I 2 I 3 I 0 I 2 I 4 I 106 I NUMBER

DI 21 DI 01 DI DI DI 1SI WGTO N

3.13 I 15.20 I 0.60 I 1.20 I 0.00 I 0.91 I 2.98 $100.00 I ROW PCT

TOTAL I 43 I 89 I 36 I 60 I 15 I 31 I 42 I 1099 I NUMBER

31 91 31 SI 11 21 41 121 WGTO N

3.20 7.87 I 3.23 I 4.62 I 1.46 I 2.47 I 4.24 1100.00 I ROW PCT

NOTE: WEIGHTED Pi IS IN THOUSANDS
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CURRENT OR MOST RECENT CCCUPATION
OF RESPONDENT'S MOTHER OR FEMALE GUARDIAN

(ALL STUDENTS)

APPENDIX C-11

I CLERK ICRAFTS IFARMER/I HOME- ILABORERIMANAGER1 ARMED IOPERATAPROF. 11
1IAGICUL.I MAKER I

I IFORCES I

I

STAYERS I 4521 I 478 1 146 I 2777 I 485 I 871 I 42 I 1015 I 1668 I NUMBER565 I 60 I 18 I 339 I 61 I 106 I 5 I 128 I 202 I WGTD N126.031 2.80 f 0.84115.611 2.811 4.881 0.251 5.931 9.331 ROW PCT
I

DROPOUTS I 322 I 52 I 25 I 257 I 64 I 93 I 10 I 150 I 104 I NUMBER75 I 10 I 5 I 49 I 11 I 19 I 1 I 31 I 28 I WGTD N22.51 3.04 1.55 I 14.77 I 3.29 1 5.96 I 0.53 I 9.55 I 8.45 I ROW PCT

TOTAL I 4843 I 530 I 171 I 3034 I 549 I 964 I 52 I 1165 I 1772 I NUMBER64C I 70 I 23 I 388 I 72 I 125 I 6 I 159 I 230 I WGTO N25.56 I 2.83 0.93 1 15.50 I 2.87 I 5.02 I 0.28 I 6.41 I 9.21 I ROW PCT

IPROF. 2iPROPRT.IPROTECTI SALES I SCHL ISERVICEI TECH. I TOTAL 1
1 OWNER !SERVICE! 1TEACHERI I 1 1

STAYERS I 377 I 413 I 62 I 1062 I 1284 I 2021 I 289 I 17513 I NUMBER45 I 48 I 7 I 132 I 156 I 257 I 36 I 2173 I WGTO N2.10 I 2.25 I 0.35 I 6.08 I 7.21 I 11.86 I 1.68 1100.00 1 ROW PCT

DROPOUTS 20 I 52 I 8 I 71 I 49 i 247 I 29 I 1553 I NUMBER41 81 lI 161 91 561 51 3351 WGTO N1.27 I 2.56 I 0.38 I 5.02 I 2.81 I 16.84 I 1.50 1100.00 I ROW PCT

TOTAL I 397 I 465 I 70 I 1133 I 1335 I 2268 I 318 I 19066 I NUMBER4 I 56 I 8 I 148 I 165 I 313 I 41 I 2508 I WGTO N1.99 I 2.29 I 0.35 I 5.94 I 6.62 I 12.52 I 1.65 1100.00 I ROW PCT

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS /N THOUSANDS
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CURRENT OR MOST RECENT OCCUPATION OF RESPONDENT'S MOTHER OR FEMALE GUARDIAN
(MALES ONLY)

APPENDIX C-12

1 1 CLERK !CRAFTS IFARMER/1 HOME- ILABORERIMANAGERI ARMED 1OPERAT.1PROF. 11
IAGICUL.1 MAKER 1 !FORCES, 1 1

STAYERS I 2225 I 257 I 85 I 1150 I 287 I 457 I 28 I 464 I 838 I NUMBER

282 I 33 I 10 I 143 I 36 I 54 I 3 I 60 I 101 I WGTD N

26.43 I 3.14 I 0.96 I 13.45 I 3.41 I 5.08 I 0.35 I 5.68 I 9.54 I ROW PCT

DROPOUTS I 180 I 29 I 15 I 119 I 37 I 58 I 7 I 68 I 66 I NUMBER

411 51 31 251 51 2.31 ii 151 161 WGTD N

23.171 2.911 1.96 14.081 3.311 7.391 0.711 8.971 9.331 ROW PCT

TOTAL I 2405 I 286 I 100 I 1269 I 324 I 515 I 35 I 532 I 904 I NUMBER

3231 381 131 1681 411 671 41 751 1171 WGTD N

25.96 I 3.11 I 1.10 I 13.54 I 3.39 I 5.41 I 0.40 I 6.15 I 9.51 I ROW PCT

1

!PROF. 21PROPRT.1PROTECT1 SALES 1 SCHL ISERVICEI TECH. 1 TOTAL 1

1 OWNER ISERVICEI 1TEACHERI

STAYERS I 212 I 223 I 31 I 507 I 617 I 998 I 15 I 8524 I NUMBER

25 I 27 I 3 I 62 I 74 I 129 I 17 I 1068 I WGTD N

2.611 2.601 0.351 5.891 6.98112.091 1.651100.001 ROW PCT

DROPOUTS I 11 I 20 I 7 I 33 I 20 I 123 I 15 I 808 I NUMBER

21 21 11 81 31 291 21 1781 WGTD N

1.42 I 1.63 I 0.61 I 4.75 I 1.89 I 16.48 I 1.39 1100.00 I ROW PCT

TOTAL I 223 I 243 I 38 I 540 I 637 I 1121 I 160 I 9332 I NUMBER

27 I 29 I 4 I 70 I 77 I 158 I 19 I 1246 I WGT0 N

2.271 2.461 0.391 5.721 6.26112.721 1.611100.001 ROW PCT

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANDS
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CURRENT OR MOST RECENT OCCUPATION OF RESPONDENT'S MOTHER CO FEMALE GUARDIAN
(FEMALES ONLY)
APPENDIX C-I3

I CLERK !CRAFTS IFARMER/I
HOME- ILABORERIMANAGERI ARMCO IOPERAT.IPROF. 11

IAGICUL.I MAKER I
I IFORCES I

STAYERS I 2296 I 221 I 61 I 1627 C 198 I 414 I 14 I 551 I 830 I NUMBER283 I 27 I 7 I 95 24 I 51 I 1 I 68 I 100 I WGTO N25.65 I 2.47 I 0.72 I 17.70 I 2.24 I 4.69 0.14 I 6.17 I 9.13 I ROW PCT

DROPOUTS I 142 I 23 I 10 I 138 I 27 I 35 I 3 I 82 I 38 I NUMBER341 SI 11 241 51 61 01 161 111 WGTO N21.75 I 3.19 I 1.07 I 15.34 I 3.26 I 4.33 I 0.33 I 10.20 I 7.46 I ROW PCT

TOTAL I 2438 I 244 I 71 I 1765 I 225 I 449 I 17 I 633 I 868 I NUMBER3171 321 61 2191 291 571 11 841 1111 WGTO N25.17 I 2.56 I 0.76 I 17.43 I 2.36 I 4.64 I 0.17 I 6.67 I 8.92 I ROW PCT

1 IPROF. 21PROPRT.IPROTECT1 SALES I SCHL ISERVICEI TECH. I TOTAL I
1 OWNER ISERVICE1 ITEACHERI I I 1

STAYERS I 165 I 190 31 I 555 I 669 I 1023 I 144 I 8989 I NUMBER19 I 21 I 3 I 69 I 81 I 128 I 18 I 1104 I WOO IA1.801 1.92 I 0.351 6.271 7.42111.631 1.701100.001 ROW PCT

DROPOUTS I 9 I 32 I 1 I 33 I 29 I 124 I 14 I 745 I NUMBER11 5 DI SI 61 271 21 157 WGTO N1.111 3.611 0.121 5.321 3.85117.251 1.62 1100.00 I ROW PCT

I I I I I
ITOTAL I 174 I 222 ' 32 I 593 I 698 I 1147 I 158 I 9734 I NUMBER I20 1 26 I 3 I 77 I 87 I 155 I 20 I 1261 I WGTO N I1.72 I 2.11 1 0.32 I 6.151 6.98 I 12.31 1.69 1100.001 ROW PCT I

1

NOTE( WEIGHTED N IS :N THOUSANDS
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CURRENT OR MOST RECENT OCCUPATION OF RESPONDENT'S MOTHER OR FEMALE GUARDIAN
:WHITE GROUP OHLYI

APPENDIX C-I4

I CLERK !CRAFTS IFARMER/I HOME- ILABORERIMANAGERI ARMED IOPERAT.IPROF.
IAGICULI MAKER I I !FORCES

STAYERS I 3539 I 304 I 85 I 1917 I 281 I 610 I 24 I 610 I 1186 I NUMBER
465 I 41 I 11 I 254 I 39 I 77 I 3 I 84 I 152 I WGTO N

28.15 I 2.48 I 0.69 I 15.40 I 2.37 I 4.69 I 0.20 I 5.13 I 9.23 I ROW PCT

DROPOUTS I 223 I 30 I 13 I 110 I 25 I 55 I 6 I 76 I 59 I NUMBER
571 61 21 261 41 131 11 201 191 NSTO N

26.55 I 2.92 I 1.34 I 12.43 I 2.32 I 6.21 I 0.48 I 9.47 I 9.15 I ROW PCT

TOTAL I 3762 I 334 I 98 I 2027 I 306 I 665 I 30 I 6116 I 1245 I NUMBER
522 I 47 I 13 I 280 I 43 I 90 I 4 I 104 I 171 I WGTD N

27.97 I 2.53 I 0.77 I 15.06 I 2.36 I 4.87 I 0.23 I 5.63 1 9.22 I ROW PCT

!PROF. 2IPROPRT.IPROTECTI SALES I SCHL ISFRYICEI TECH. I TOTAL I
I OWNER ISERVICEI ITEACHERI

I

STAYERS I 280 I 305 I 37 I 873 I 962 I 1327 I 173 I 12513 I NUMBER
35 I 38 I 5 I 113 I 126 I 179 I 24 I 1654 I MGM N

2.17 I 2.35 I 0.32 I 6.88 I 7.62 I 10.86 I 1.46 Iioo.00 I ROW PCT

I

DROPOUTS I 10 I 32 I 5 I 51 I 27 I 116 I 14 I 852 i NUMBER
21 61 01 131 SI 301 21 215 I RGTD N

0.95 I 3.15 I 0.40 I 6.26 I 2.74 I 14.22 I 1.38 1100.00 I ROW PCT
I

TOTAL I 290 I 337 I 42 I 924 I 989 I 1443 I 187 I 13365 I NUMBER
37 I 44 I 5 I 126 I 131 I 209 I 26 I 1869 I NOM N

2.03 I 2.44 I 0.33 I 6.81 I 7.06 I 11.25 I 1.46 1100.00 I ROW PCT

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANDS
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CURRENT OR MOST RECENT OCCUPATION OF RESPONDENT'S MOTHER OR FEMALE GUARDIAN
(BLACK GROUP ONLY)

APPENDIX C-I5

I I CLERK ICRAFTS IFARMER/I HOME- ILABORERIMANAGERI ARMED IOPERAT.IPROF. 11
I I I IAGICUL.I MAKER I I IFORCES I I I

I

I

STAYERS I 353 I 63 I 16 I 242 I 70 I 103 I 9 I 153 I 226 I NUMBER351 71 21 301 91 111 11 191 241 WGTO N16.83 I 3.63 I 0.94 I 14.26 I 4.38 I 5.49 I 0.59 I 9.25 I 11.30 I ROW PCT

DROPOUTS I 35 I 9 I 3 I 51 I 10 i 17 i 1 1 13 I 18 I NUMBERii DI 101 11 21 01 21 3 WGTO N
14.07 I 2.98 I 0.98123.941 3.541 6.87 I 0.601 6.18 I 8.83 I ROW PCT

I

I TOTAL I

!

388 I 72 I 19 I 293 I 80 I 120 I 10 I 166 I 244 I NUMBER
I

I

401 81 21 401 101 131 11 211 271 NGTP N
I

I

16.37 I 3.52 I 0.95 I 15.87 I 4.24 I 5.72 I 0.59 I 8.74 I 10.89 I RON PCT

IPROF. 2IPROPRT.IPROTECTI SALES I SCHL ISERVICEI TECH. I TOTAL I

I OWNER ISERVICEI ITEACHERI

STAYERS I 33 I 26 I 12 I 56 I 140 i 283 i 58 I 1843 1 NUMBER31 21 11 61 141 351 71 2121 WGTO N
1.68 1.35 0.50 2.93 6.86 1 16.67 I 3.34 1100.00 I ROW PCT

DROPOUTSI 41 61 21 SI 7I 431 61 2301 NUMBERii DI DI DI 11 81 01 421 MUD N
3.23 1.50 0.52 1.72 2.93 20.931 1.181100.001 ROW PCT

TOTAL I 37 I 32 I 14 I 61 I 147 I 326 i 64 I 2073 I NUMBER41 21 11 61 151 431 71 2541 WGTO N
1.94 1.37 I 0.50 I 2.73 6.21 I 17.38 I 2.98 1100.00 I ROW PCT

NOTE: WEIGHTED H IS IN THOUSANDS
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CINRENT 07 MOST RECEmT OCCU0ATION OF RESPONDENT'S MOTHER OR FEMALE GUARDIAN
(NA,IVE AMERICAN GROUP ONLY)

APPENDIX C-I6

I I CLERK !CRAFTS IFARMER/1 HOME- ILABORERIMANAGER1 ARMED IOPERAT.IPROF. 11 1

I I I IAGICULI MAKER 1 1 !FORCES I I I 1

STAYERS I 37 I 5 I 3 I 25 I 6 I 8 I 0 I 15 I 14 I NUMBER
41 01 01 21 01 11 01 21 1 WGTD N

23.33 I 4.15 I 2.37 I 14.19 I 5.08 I 5.85 I 0.00 I 11.24 I 8.10 I ROW PCT

DROPOUTSI 71 11 01 41 31 11 01 71 2 NUMBER
11 DI 01 DI DI 01 01 11 0 WGTD N

17.64 I 2.64 I 0.00 I 7.79 I 8.62 I 2.87 I 0.00 I 17.52 I 5.92 I ROW PCT

TOTAL I 44 I 6 I 3 I 29 I 9 I 9 I 0 I 22 I 16 I NUMBER
51 01 01 21 01 I 01 31 1 WGTD N

21.85 I 3.76 I 1.75 I 12.53 I 6.00 I 5.08 I 0.00 I 12.87 I 7.53 I ROW PCT

1 1PROF. 21PROPRT.IPROTECTI SALES 1 SCHL ISERVICEI TECH. 1 TOTAL 1
1 1 1 OWNER ISERVICE1 1TEACHERI 1

STAYERS I 3 I 3 I 0 I 3 I 10 I 20 I 4 I 156 I NUMBER
01 01 01 01 11 21 01 191 WGTD N

1.72 I 2.38 I 0.00 I 1.89 I 5.96 I 12.15 I 1.61 1100.00 I ROW PCT

DROPOUTSI 21 11 DI 31 31 51 21 411 NUMBER
01 01 01 01 01 01 01 61 WGTD N

5.371 1.021 0.001 5.851 8.34112.481 3.921100.001 ROW PCT

TOTAL I 5 I 4 I 0 I 6 I 13 I 25 I 6 I 197 I UMBER
DI 01 DI DI 11 21 DI 251 WGTO N

2.67 I 2.02 I 0.00 I 2.92 I 6.58 I 12.23 I 2.21 1100.00 I ROM PCT

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANDS

531



CURRENT OR MOST RECENT OCCUPATION OF RESPONDENT'S MOTHER OR FEMALE GUARDIAN
(ASIAN GROUP ONLY)

APPENDIX C-17

1 1 CLERK ICRAFTS IFARMER/I HOME- ILABORERIMANAGERI ARMED IDPERAT.IPROF. II
I

I I I IAGICULI MAKER I I IFORCES I I I I

STAYERS I 39 I 11 I 2 I 31 I 9 I 16 I 0 I 21 I 35 I NUMBER41 ii 01 31 11 21 01 ii 4 WGTO N16.52 I 4.28 I 0.56 I 11.68 I 3.88 I 8.49 I 0.00 I 7.15 I 15.65 I ROW PCT
.

DROPOUTS 1 DI 01 4I DI Di DI 21 1 NUMBERDI DI DI DI DI 01 DI DI 0 WGTO N13.87 I 0.00 I 0.00 I 36.79 I

TOTAL I 40 I 11 I 2 I 35 1

41 11 DI 31
16.36 I 4.02 I 0.52 I 13.17 I

0.00 I 0.00 I 0.00 I 14.83 I 2.39 I ROW PCT

9 I 16 I 0 I 23 I 36 I NUMBER
11 21 01 11 4 WGTO N

3.65 I 7.98 I 0.00 I 7.61 I 14.86 I ROW PCT

IPROF. 2IPPOPRT.IPROTECTI SALES
I SCHL I5ERVICEI TECH. I TOTAL I

I OWNER I5ERVICEI ITEACHERI

STAYERS I 8 I 20 I 1 I 8 I 11 1 25 1 6 I 243 1 NUMBERDI 11 01 DI 11 31 01 261 WGTO N
3.36 6.e3 0.41 2.55 4.091 12.36 I 2.211100.001 ROW PCT

DROPOUTSI DI DI DI DI 0 31 OI 11 NUMBERDI DI DI DI DI DI I 11 MGM N
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 32.13 I 0.00 Iloo.00 I ROW PCT

TOTAL I 8 I 20 I 1 I 8 I 11 I 28 1 6 I 254 NUMBER01 11 DI DI ii 31 DI 271 WGTO N
3.16 643 0.38 2.40 3.85 I 13.53 I 2.07 I1OD.DD I ROW PCT

NOTE: WEIGHTED N 15 /N THOUSANDS 532



CURRENT OR MOST RECENT OCCUPATION OF RESPONDENT'S MOTHER OR FEMALE GUARDIAN
IMEXICAN AMERICAN GROUP ONLY)

APPENDIX C-18

I CLERK ICRAFTS IFARMER/I HOME- ILABORERIMANAGER1 ARMED IOPERAT.IPROF. 11
IAGICUL.I MAKER I 1 !FORCES I

STAYERS I 233 I 40 I 20 I 311 I 79 I 52 I 3 I 95 I 85 I NUMBER
191 31 11 201 51 31 01 81 7 WGTD N

19.25 I 3.79 I 1.45 I 21.15 I 6.03 I 3.44 I 0.21 I 8.31 I 7.12 I ROW PCT

DROPOIJTSI 191 51 61 541 131 91 ii 161 10 NUMBER
31 01 01 51 11 11 01 31 0 WGTD N

11.76 I 2.45 I 2.82 I 20.68 I 5.51 I 5.66 I 0.94 I 10.87 I 2.71 I ROW PCT

TOTAL I 252 I 45 I 26 I 365 I 92 I 61 I 4 I 113 I 95 I NUMBER
221 31 ii 251 61 41 01 111 7 WGTO N

17.58 I 3.49 I 1.76 I 21.04 I 5.92 I 3.94 I 0.37 I 8.88 I 6.13 I ROW PCT

IPROF. 2IPROPRT.IPROTECTI SALES I SCHL ISERVICE1 TECH. 1 TOTAL 1

OWNER ISERVICEI ITEACHERI 1 1

STAYERS I 19 I 22 I 5 I 62 I 87 I 167 I 22 I 1302 I NUMBER
11 11 01 41 61 131 11 981 WGTIO N

1.53 I 1.20 I 0.26 I 4.44 I 6.46 I 13.49 I 1.87 1100.00 I RON PCT

DROPOUTSI ii 51 01 71 61 431 21 199 NUMBER
01 01 01 il flI 71 01 281 WGTD N

0.061 1.481 0.001 3.931 2.79126.321 2.00 1100.00 1 t ROW PCT

s

TOTAL I 20 I 27 I r 1 69 I 93 I 210 I 24 I 1501 I NUMBER
11 11 0 1 SI 61 201 11 1261 WGTD N

1.201 1.261 0.20 1 4.331 5.64116.361 1.901100.001 ROW PCT
1

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS /N THOUSANDS
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CURRENT OR MOST RECENT OCCUPATION OF RESPONDENT'S MOTHER OR FEMALE GUARDIAN
(PUERTO RICAN GROUP ONLY)

APPENDIX C-I9

I CLERK ICRAFTS IFARMER/I HOME- ILABORERIMANAGERI ARMED IOPERAT.IPROF. II
IAGICULI MAKER I I !FORCES I

STAYERS I 39 I

41
18.92

6 I

11
4.57

2 I

01
1.52

40 i

31
16.59

7 I

01
3.70 I

12 1

11
5.09 I

3 I 21
01 2

1.48 I 8.89

14 I

1 I

5.68 I

NUMBER
NGTD N
ROW PCT

OROPOUT5I 51 21 11 61 4i 21 1 5 I NUMBER
1 ii NGT0 N7.74 6.97 1.59 8.26 I 10.84 I 3.55 I 0.90 I 19.25 14.62 I ROW PCT

TOTAL I 44 1 8 I 3 I 46 I 11 I 14 i 4 I 29 I 19 I NUMBER41 ii 01 31 01 11 01 31 2 NGT0 N
16.17 I 5.16 I 1.54 I 14.54 I 5.46 I 4.71 I 1.34 I 11.44 I 7.88 I ROW PCT

!PROF. 2IPROPRT.IPROYECTI SALES I SCHL ISERVICEI TECH. I TOTAL I
I OWNER ISERVICEI ITEACHERI

STAYERS I 5 I 2 I 0 I 10 I 13 i 33 I 5 I 212 I NUMBER01 01 01 ii ii 31 01 221 NGTD N
2.22 0.69 0.00 4.84 6.83 16.18 I 2.77 1100.00 I RON PCT

DROPOUTSI 11 ii 01 01 31 41 ii 441 NUMBER
01 0 01 DI 01 ii 01 71 NGTD N

3.70 0.68 0.00 0.00 4.49 14.42 I 2.98 1100.00 I ROW PCT

TOTAL I 6 I 3 I 0 I 10 I 16 I 37 I 6 I 256 i NUMBER
01 01 01 11 ii 41 01 291 NGTD N

2.59 0.69 0.00 3.66 6.25 I 15.75 I 2.83 1100.00 I ROM PCT

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANDS 534



CURRENT OR MOST RECENT OCCUPATION OF RESPONDENT'S MOTHER OR FEMALE GUARDIAN
1OTHER HISPANIC GROUP ONLY1

APPENDIX C-20

I CLERK ICRAFTS IFARMER/I HOME- ILABORERIMANAGERI ARMED IOPERAT.IPROF. 11
IAGICUL.I MAKER I I IFORCES I

STAYERS I 221 I 39 I 14 I 171 I 26 I

251 31 ii 191 21
23.75 I 3.62 I 1.61 I 17.93 I 2.77 I

DROPOUTSI 191 21 11 141 SI
31 DI 0 21 01

20.41 I 3.66 I 1.47 I 17.2 I 5.47 I

TOTAL I 240 I 41 I 15 I 185 I 31 I

281 31 11 211 21
23.33 3.62 I 1.60 I 17.85 I 3.11 I

49 I 3 I 84 I 81 I NUMBER
61 01 81 91 WGTD N

6.22 I 0.27 I 7.54 I 9.10 I ROW PCT

SI 01 171 SI NUMBER
11 0 ii 0 WGTD N

6.61 I 0.00 I 11.65 I 5.20 I ROW PCT

54 I 3 I 101 I 86 I NUMBER
71 01 91 9 WGTD N

6.26 I 0.23 I 8.05 I 8.61 I ROW PCT

IPROF. 2IPROPRT.IPROTECTI SALES I SCHL ISERVICEI TECH. I TOTAL I

STAYERS I

I OWNER ISERVICEI

23 I 25 I 6 I

ITEACHERI

40 I 46 I 117 I 17 I 962 I NUMBER
21 21 01 41 31. 141 11 1061 WGTD N

2.01 I 2.34 I 0.67 I 4.30 I 3.25 I 13.34 I 1.29 1100.00 I ROW PCT

DROPOUTS I 2 I 5 I 0 I 3 I 1 I 16 I 3 I 98 I NUMBER
01 DI 01 01 DI 21 01 15 WGTD N

1.211 2.731 0.001 1.73 I 2.30117.261 3.01 1100.00 I ROW PCT

TOTAL I 25 I 30 6 I 43 I 47 I 133 I 20 I 1060 I NUMBER
21 21 01 41 31 161 11 1211 WGTD N

1.91 I 2.39 I 0.58 I 3.98 I 3.131 13.83 I 1.51 1100.00 I ROW PCT

NOTE: WEIGHTED N.IS IN THOUSANDS
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HOUSEHOLD STRUCTURE
(ALL STUDENTS)
APPENDIX C-2I

INATURALII STEP IMOTHER IFATHER 12 STEP IGRAND- I OTHER I TOTAL I
IPARENTSIPARENT I ONLY I ONLY IPARENTSIPARENTSI STRUCTI

STAYERS I 16782 I 1607 I 3148 I 668 I 105 I 157 I 219 I 22686 I NUMBER
2067 I 207 I 374 I 81 I 13 I 18 I 25 I 2788 I WGTO N
74.14 7.45 13.43 2.93 0.48 0.68 I 0.90 1100.00 I ROW PCT

DROPOUTS I 1225 I 304 I 551 I 119 I 46 I 44 I 82 I 2371 I NUMBER
259 I 74 I 108 I 25 I 11 I 9 I 15 I 504 I WGTO N

51.32 14.73 21.56 5.00 2.38 I 1.89 I 3.12 1100.00 I ROW PCT

TOTAL 18007 I 1911 I 3699 787 I 151 I 201 j 301 I 25057 I NUMBER
2326 I 281 I 482 I 106 I 24 I 27 I 40 I 3292 I WGTD N
70.64 8.56 14.68 3.25 0.77 I 0.86 I 1.24 1100.00 I ROW PCT

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANDS
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HOUSEHOLD STRUCTURE
(MALES ONLY)
APPENDIX C-22

INATURALI1 STEP IMOTHER IFATHER 12 STEP IGRAND- I OTHER I TOTAL I
IPARENTSIPARENT I ONLY I ONLY IPARENTSIPARENTSI STRUCTI

I

STAYERS I 8433 I 722 I 1419 I 344 I 49 I 73 I 130 I 11170 I

1049 I 93 I 173 I 42 I 7 I 9 I 15 I 1369 I
75.51 I 6.74112.461 3.051 0.501 0.651 1.09 100.00 I

NUMBER
WGTO N
ROW PCT

1

DROPOUTS t 665 I 134 I 279 I 65 I 22 I 26 I 35 I 1226 I NUMBER
I 147 I 30 I 57 I 14 I 5 I 5 I 6 I 266 I WGTO N
1.55.00 I 11.51 I 21.39 I 5.44 I 2.01 I 2.14 I 2.51 1100.00 I ROW PCT

TOTAL I 9098 I 856 I 1690 I 409 I 71 I 99 I 165 I 12396 I NUMBER
1196 I 123 I 230 I 56 I 12 I 14 I 21 I 1657 I WGTO N

72.18 I 7.51 I 13.90 I 3.44 I 0.75 I 0.891 1.32 1100.00 I ROW PCT

NOTE) WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANDS
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HOUSEHOLD STRUCTURE
(FEMALES ONLY)

APPENDIX C-23

INATURALII STEP IMOTHER IFATHER I2 STEP IGRAND- I OTHER I TOTAL I

IPARENTSIPARENT I ONLY I ONLY IPARENTSIPARENTSI STRUCTI

STAYERS I 8149 I 885 I 1729 I 324 I 56 I 84 I 89 I 11516 I NUMBER
1018 I 113 I 201 I 39 I 6 I 9 I 9 I 1399 I WGTO N

72.77 I 8.14 I 14.40 I 2.81 I 0.46 I 0.70 I 0.71 1100.00 I ROW PCT

DROPOUTS I 560 I 170 I 272 I 54 I 24 I 18 i 47 I 1145 I NUMBER1111 431 SlI lop 61 31 81 2351 WGTO N
47.14 I 18.41 I 21.75 I 4.49 I 2.80 I 1.60 I 3.81 1100.00 I ROW PCT

TOTAL I 8909 I 1055 I 2001 I 378 I 80 I 102 i 136 i 12661 I NUMBER
1129 I 156 I 252 I 49 I 12 I 12 I 17 I 1634 I WGTD N

69.07 9.63 15.46 3.05 0.80 I 0.83 I 1.16 Iioo.00 I ROW PCT

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANDS
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HOUSEHOLD STRUCTURE
(WHITE GROUP ONLY)

APPENDIX C-24

INATURAL11 STEP 'MOTHER 'FATHER 12 STEP IGRAND- I OTHER 1 TOTAL I 1

IPARENTSIPARENT 1 ONLY 1 ONLY 1PARENTSIPARENTSI STRUCTI I 1

STAYERS I 12232 I 1096 I 1483 I 18 I 47 I 42 I 77 I 15395 I $J?1BE R
1614 148 I 195 I 54 I 6 I 5 I 9 2035 I WGTD N

79.32 t 7.32 9.60 I 2.69 I 0.31 I 0.28 0.48 1100.00 ROW PCT

DROPOUTS 1 683 1 181 227 1 63 1 27 12 1 31 I 1224 I NUMBER
170 49 50 I 15 I 8 I 2 I 7 I 304 I WGTO N

55.97 I 16.35 16.65 5.05 2.72 0.93 I 2.33 1100.00 I ROW PCT
.

TOTAL I 12915 I 1277 I 1710 I 481 I 74 I 54 I 108 I 16619 t NUMBER
1784 I 197 I 245 I 69 I 14 I 7 16 I 2339 1 WGTD N
76.28 I 8.49 10.52 I 3.00 I 0.62 I 0.36 0.72 1100.00 ROW PCT

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANDS
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HOUSEHOLD STRUCTURE
IBLACK GROUP ONLY)

APPENDLX C-25

INATURALI1 STEP IMOTHER IFATHER 12 STEP !GRAND- 1 OTHER I TOTAL I

1

IPARENTSIPARENT 1 ONLY 1 ONLY IPARENTSIPARENTS1 STRUCTI 1

STAYERS I 1253 I 223 I 839 I 91 I 25 I 63 I 49 I 2543 I NUMBER1421 281 961 101 31 71 61 2941 WGTO N148.191 9.71132.651 3.571 1.071 2.621 2.20 1100.00 I ROW PCT

I

1 DROPOUYS 1 129 1 46 1 116 1 12 I 6 I 15 I 18 I 342 I NUMBER
I I 241 81 211 11 ii 31 21 641 WGTO N
1 I 37.85 I 13.50 I 34.17 I 2.92 I 1.86 I 5.29 I 4.40 1100.00 I ROW PCT
I

TOTAL I 1382 I 269 I 955 I 103 I 31 I 78 I 67 I 2885 I NUMBER166 1 36 1 117 1 11 1 4 1 10 I 8 I 358 I WGTD N
46.34 I 10.39 I 32.92 I 3.45 I 1.21 I 3.10 I 2.59 1100.00 I ROW PCT

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANDS
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HOUSEHOLD STRUCTURE
(ASIAN GROUP ONLY)

APPENDIX C

INATURALI1 STEP INOTHER IFATHER 12 STEP !GRAND- I OTHER I TOTAL I
IPARENTSIPARENT I ONLY I ONLY IPARENTSIPARENTSI STRUCTI

STAYERS 244 12 39 14 1 1 I 0 9 I 319 I NUMBER
251 ii 41 11 DI DI DI 331 WGTO N

76.34 I 4.38 I 12.71 I 3.66 I 0.43 1 0.00 I 2.48 1100.00 I ROW PCT

DROPOUTS 11 1 9 0 DI 1 0 22 NUMER
ii DI ii 01 DI 01 DI 31 WOO N

48.12 I 5.59 I 41.44 I 0.00 I 0.00 I 4.85 I 0.00 1100.00 I ROW PCf

'TOTAL 255 I 13 I 48 I 14 I 1 1 1 I 9 I 341 I HUMBER
261 11 5 ii 0 DI 0 361 WGTO N

173.751 4.50115.351 3.321 0.391 0.45 2.25 100.00 ROW PCT

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANDS
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HOUSEHOLD STRUCTURE
(NATIVE AMERICAN GROUP ONLY)

APPENDIX C-27

INATURAL11 STEP 1MOTHER 1FATHER 12 STEP 1GRAND- 1 OTHER 1 TOTAL 1
1PARENTSIPARENT I ONLY I ONLY IPARENTSIPARENTSI STRUCTI

1

STAYERS I 148 I 19 I 52 I 9 I 5 I 3 I 5 I 241 I161 tI 51 01 01 01 01 281
63.65 I 9.12 18.36 2.39 I 2.97 I 1.64 I 1.66 $100.00 I

NUMBER
WGTO N
ROW PCT

1

DROPOUTSI 321 61 91 6 1 41 01 41 631 NUMBER4 1 1 0 4 o 0 o 10 WGTO N
47.50 I 14.17 I 14.28 I 9.21 1 6.71 I 0.00 I 8.12 1100.00 I ROW PCT

1

TOTAL I 180 I 27 I 61 15 9 I 3 I 9 I 304 I NUMBER221 31 61 01 01 01 01 381 WGTO N59.52 I 10.46117.291 4.191 3.96 I 1.201 3.371100.001 ROW PCT

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANDS
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HOUSEHOLD STRUCTURE
(MEXICAN AMERICAN GROUP ONLY)

APPENDIX C-28

INATURALI1 STEP !MOTHER IFATHER 12 STEP IGRAND- I OTHER I TOTAL I
IPARENTSIPARENT I ONLY I ONLY IPARENTSIPARENTSI STRUCTI

STAYERS I 1455 I 102 I 263 I 66 I 11 I 21 I 37 I 1955 I HUMBER
loll 91 201 61 0 ii 21 148 WGTO N

72.11 I 6.20 I 13.94 I 4.25 I 0.65 I 1.17 1.67 1100.00 I ROW PCT

DROPOUTS I 178 I 32 I 70 I 13 I 3 I 4 I 13 I 311 I NUMBER
241 5 101 11 0 0 1 451 WGTO N

54.21 I 12.58 I 23.27 I 4.13 I 0.89 I 1.86 I 3.05 1100.00 I ROW PCT

TOTAL I 1633 I 134 I 333 I 79 I 14 I 25 I 50 I 2268 I NUMBER
1311 141 301 71 01 11 31 1931 WGTD N

167.911 7.70116.131 4.22 0.711 1.331 1.991100.001 ROW PCT

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANDS
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HOUSEHOLD STRUCTURE
(PUERTO RICAN GROUP ONLY)

APPENDIX C-29

INATURALI1 STEP IMOTHER IFATHER 12 STEP IGRAND- I OTHER 1 TOTAL 1
1

IPARENTSIPARENT I ONLY I ONLY IPARENTSIPARENTSI STRUCTI

I

STAYERS I 187 I 26 1 88 I 13 I 2 I 5 I 8 I 329 I NUMBER191 2 i 81 ii 01 01 ii 331 WGTD N
58.89 I 7.33 I 24.16 3.91 I 0.89 I 1.28 I 3.55 1100.00 I ROW PCT

I

DROPOUTSI 341 61 261 41 ii 21 21 751 NUMBER51 ii 31 01 01 01 01 121 WGTO N
43.21 I 10.40 I 30.21 I 6.85 I 0.32 I 3.56 I 5.46 1100.00 I ROW PCT

TOTAL I 221 I 32 I 114 I 17 I 3 I 7 I 10 I 404 I NUHDER241 31 111 11 01 01 11 451 WGTD N154.751 8.14 125.751 4.681 0.741 1.881 4.061100.001 ROW PCT

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS /N THOUSANDS
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HOUSEHOLD STRUCTURE
(OTHER HISPANIC GROUP ONLY)

APPENDIX C-30

INATURALI1 STEP WITHER !FATHER 12 STEP IGRAND- I OTHER I TOTAL I

IPARENTSIPARENT I ONLY I ONLY IPARENTSIPARENTSI STRUCTI

STAYERS I 952 I 89 I 164 I 41 I 9 I 12 I 15 I 1282 I NUMBER
loll 81 191 41 ii ii ii 1381 WGTD N

73.34 I 6.36 I 13.92 I 3.49 I 0.81 I 1.03 I 1.03 1100.00 1 ROW PCT

DROPOUTS I 89 I 17 I 24 I 10 I 0 I 2 I 6 I 148 I NUMBER
131 21 41 21 01 01 ii 241 WGTO N

55.62 I 11.27 I 19.23 I 8,70 I 0.00 I 1.13 I 4.06 1100.00 I ROW PCT

TOTAL I 1041 I 106 I 188 I 51 I 9 I 14 I 21 I 1430 I NUMBER
1141 101 231 61 ii ii 21 1621 MUD N

70.67 I 7.11 I 14.73 I 4.28 I 0.69 I 1.04 I 1.49 1100.00 I ROM PCT

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANDS
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APPENDIX C - 31
Tab le 3-13A

WHEN YOU WERE IN THE FIRST GRADE, ABOUT HON MANY OF THE STUDENTS IN YOUR CLASS WERE BLACK?
(1=NONE; S=ALL)

ALL SOPHOMORES

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980

SOPHOMORES
NHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

UNTIL SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SOPHOMORES
WHO DROPPED OUT

BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAM,
N

WTO
N MEAN S.D.

SAMP
N

NTD
N MEAN S.D.

SAMP
N

NTD
N MEAN S.D.

DROPOUTS
MINUS

STAYERS
EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 22112 2912 1.72 1.0 20175 2495 1.69 1.0 1937 418 1.91 1.1 0.22* 0.23
SEX:

MALE 10654 1427 1.71 1.0 9686 1211 1.68 0.9 968 216 1.93 1.1 0.26* 0.27FEMALE 11458 1485 1.73 1.0 10489 1283 1.71 1.0 969 202 1.89 1.0 0.18* 0.18
SES:

LOW 5221 670 1.99 1.1 4393 506 1.99 1.2 828 164 1.97 1.1 -0.02 -0.01PUDDLE 10717 1448 1.66 0.9 9913 1268 1.63 0.9 804 181 2.84 2.0 0.20* 0.22HIGH 5727 738 1.57 0.8 5514 682 1.55 0.8 213 56 1.84 0.9 0.29* 0.37
RACE:

WHITE 16227 2290 2.48 0.7 15042 1994 2.46 0.6 1185 296 1.62 0.8 0.16* 0.25BLACK 2675 340 3.35 1.2 2364 279 3.35 1.2 311 61 3.36 1.2 0.01 0.01ASIAN-AMERICAN 300 32 1.62 0.8 285 30 1.61 0.8 15 2 1.84 0.6 0.24 0.30AMERICAN INDIAN 215 28 1.79 0.9 168 21 1.68 0.9 47 7 2.08 1.0 0.39 0.42MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1589 117 1.66 0.9 1373 90 1.62 0.8 216 27 1.78 1.0 0.16 0.19PUERTO RICAN 278 29 2.23 0.9 220 21 2.29 0.9 58 9 2.08 0.8 -0.21 -0.24OTHER HISPANIC 774 70 1.74 0.9 677 SS 1.72 0.9 97 15 1.81 1.0 6.09 0.10
SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 19295 2639 1.75 1.0 17439 2240 1.72 1.0 1856 399 1.92 2.2 0.21* 0.21PRIVATE 681 85 1.53 0.7 655 73 1.52 0.7 26 12 1.58 0.5 0.06 0.09CATHOLIC 2136 188 1.49 0.8 2081 181 1.48 0.8 55 7 1.80 0.9 0.33 0.42
GEOGRAPHIC REGION:

NORTHEAST 4907 654 1.65 0.9 4568 582 1.63 0.9 339 72 1.85 1.0 0.22 0.25NORTH CENTRAL 6376 834 1.42 0.8 5921 736 1.39 0.8 455 98 1.64 1.0 0.25* 0.30SOUTH 6815 932 2.14 1.1 6039 765 2.13 1.1 776 167 2.21 1.1 0.08 0.07NEST 4014 492 1.54 0.8 3647 411 1.52 0.7 367 81 1.68 0.8 0.17 0.23
CURRICULUM:

GENERAL 9693 1305 1.68 0.9 8633 1076 1.65 0.9 1060 229 1.83 1.0 0.18* 0.20ACADEMIC 7928 981 1.66 0.9 7679 924 1.64 0.9 249 57 1.97 1.0 0.33* 0.36VOCATIONAL 4107 574 1.91 1.1 3556 458 1.88 1.1 551 116 2.02 2.2 0.12 0.12
COMMUNITY TYPE:

URBAN 4548 571 2.15 1.2 4001 460 2.14 1.2 547 111 2.21 1.2 0.06 0.05SUBURBAN 11035 1401 2.63 0.9 10236 1228 2.60 0.8 799 173 1.78 1.0 0.18* 0.21RURAL 6529 940 1.61 0.9 5938 806 1.57 0.9 591 134 1.83 1.0 0.26* 0.30

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANDS 546



APPENDIX C - 32

Table 3-133
WHEN YOU WERE IN THE SIXTH GRADE, ABOUT HOW MANY OF THE STUDENTS IN YOUR CLASS WERE BLACK?

(1=NONE; 5=ALL)

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980

SAMP
N

ALL SOPHOMORES

NTD
N MEAN S.D.

SOPHOMORES
NM STAYED IN SCHOOL
UNTIL SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP NTD
N N MEAN S.D.

SOPHOMORES
NHO DROPPED OUT

BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP NTO
N N MEAN S.D.

DROPOUTS
MINUS

STAYERS
EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 21928 2886 1.84 1.0 20010 2473 1.80 0.9 1918 413 2.04 1.1 0.23* 0.24

SEX:
MALE 10551 1412 1.83 1.0 9594 1200 1.79 0.9 957 212 2.0/ 1.1 0.28* 0.30
FEMALE 11377 1474 1.84 1.0 10416 1273 1.81 1.0 961 201 2.00 1.0 0.18* 0.19

SES:
LOW 5162 661 2.07 1.1 4344 499 2.07 1.1 818 162 2.08 1.1 0.01 0.01
MIDDLE 10645 1439 1.77 0.9 9846 1259 1.74 0.9 799 180 1.99 1.1 0.24* 0.26
HIGH 5682 731 1.70 0.8 5473 676 1.68 0.8 209 55 1.95 0.9 0.27* 0.35

RACE:
WHITE 16117 2274 1.61 0.7 14941 1980 1.59 0.7 1176 294 1.78 0.8 0.19* 0.27
BLACK 2614, 332 3.35 1.1 2315 273 3.35 1.1 304 59 3.37 1.1 0.01 0.01

ASIAN-AMERICAN 302 32 1.65 0.8 286 30 1.62 0.8 16 2 2.05 1.0 0.43 0.54

AMERICAN INDIAN 216 28 1.77 0.9 168 21 1.73 0.9 48 A 1.86 0.8 0.13 0.15
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1579 116 1.79 0.9 1365 89 1.76 0.8 214 27 1.66 1.0 0.12 0.14
PUERTO RICAN 275 29 2.37 0.9 218 21 2.40 0.9 57 8 2.28 0.8 -0.12 -0.14

OTHER HISPANIC 766 69 1.86 0.9 670 55 1.82 0.9 96 14 2.02 1.1 0.20 0.22

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 19132 2615 1.86 1.0 17295 2221 1.83 1.0 1837 394 2.05 1.1 0.22* 0.23
PRIVATE 677 84 1.58 0.7 650 72 1.58 0.7 27 12 1.59 0.7 0.01 0.01

CATHOLIC 2119 187 1.57 0.8 2065 180 1.56 0.8 54 7 1.98 1.0 0.42 0.52

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4868 649 1.80 0.9 4531 578 1.76 0.9 337 71 2.10 1.1 0.34* 0.38

NORTH CENTRAL 6319 827 1.49 0.8 5868 730 1.45 0.8 451 97 1.76 1.0 0.31* 0.38

SOUTH 6760 923 2.28 1.1 5987 757 2.27 1.0 773 166 2.30 1.1 0.03 0.03
NEST 3981 487 1.64 0.8 3624 408 1.62 0.7 357 79 1.75 0.8 0.13 0.18

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 9628 1298 1.77 0.9 8571 1069 1.73 0.9 1057 229 1.92 1.0 0.19* 0.21
ACADEMIC 7874 974 1.80 0.9 7628 918 1.78 0.9 246 56 2.12 1.0 0.34* 0.37
VOCATIONAL 4045 564 2.04 1.1 3506 450 1.99 1.1 539 113 2.21 1.2 0.22 0.20

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4507 566 2.32 1.2 3967 456 2.29 1.2 540 110 2.45 1.2 0.16 0.14
SUBURBAN 10960 1391 1.75 0.8 10167 1220 1.73 0.8 793 172 1.93 1.0 0.21* 0.25
RURAL 6461 929 1.66 0.9 5876 798 1.64 0.9 585 131 1.82 1.0 0.18 0.20

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANDS
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APPENDIX C - 31 ,

Table 3-13C
WHEN YOU WERE /N THE NINTH GRADES ABOUT HON MANY OF THE STUDENTS IN YOUR CLASS WERE BLACK?

(1=NONE; 5=ALL)

ALL SOPHOMORES

ALL SOPHOHORES-1980

SOPHOMORES
NHO STAYED /N SCHOOL

UNTIL SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SOPHOMORES
WO DROPPED OUT

BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP
N

NTO
N MEAN S.D.

SAMP
N

NTD
N MEAN S.D.

SAMP
N

NTD
N MEAN S.D.

DROPOUTS
MINUS

STAYERS
EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 21962 2891 2.05 0.9 20031 2475 2.02 0.9 1931 415 2.26 1.0 0.24* 0.27
SEX:

MALE 10563 1413 2.04 0.9 9598 1200 2.00 0.9 965 213 2.26 1.1 0.26* 0.29FEMALE 11399 1478 2.06 0.9 10433 1275 2.03 0.9 966 202 2.26 1.0 0.23* 0.26
SES:

LOW 5174 663 2.24 1.1 4354 500 2.22 1.1 820 162 2.31 1 1 0.08 0.08MIDDLE 10656 1440 1.99 0.9 9853 1260 1.97 0.9 803 181 2.20 1.0 0.23* 0.26HIGH 5686 732 1.96 0.7 5476 677 1.94 0.7 210 55 2.22 0.9 0.28* 0.39
RACE:

WHITE 16130 2276 1.88 0.8 14945 1981 1.85 0.7 1185 295 2.04 0.9 0.19* 0.26BLACK 2629 333 3.22 1.0 2323 274 3.18 1.0 306 59 3.40 1.1 0.22 0.21ASIAN-AHERICAN 304 32 2.02 0.8 288 30 2.02 0.8 16 2 2.01 0.6 -0.01 -0.01AMER/CAN INDIAN 215 28 1.97 0.8 166 21 1.88 0.8 49 8 ,.23 0.9 0.35 0.42MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1579 116 2.03 0.9 1366 89 1.99 0.8 213 26 2.15 1.0 0.17 0.20PUERTO R/CAN 276 29 2.63 0.9 218 21 2.69 0.9 58 9 2.49 0.8 -0.20 -0.22OTHER HISPANIC 775 70 2.04 0.9 678 55 2.02 0.9 97 15 2.13 1.0 0.11 0.12
SCHOOL TYPE:

PUOL/C 19163 2619 2.08 0.9 17313 2223 2.04 0.9 1850 396 2.27 1.0 0.23* 0.25PRIVATE 677 85 1.59 0.7 650 72 1.56 0.6 27 12 1.76 0.8 0.20 0.31CATHOLIC 2122 187 1.91 0.6 2068 180 1.89 0.6 54 7 2.51 1.1 0.62 1.01

GEOGRAPHIC REG/ON:
NORTHEAST 4870 649 2.04 0.8 4532 578 2.01 0.8 338 71 2.28 1.1 0.27* 0.33NORTH CENTRAL 6327 828 1.71 0.8 5873 77' : r9 0.8 454 98 1.96 1.0 0.28* 0.35SOUTH 6768 924 2.44 1.0 5990 7, 2 4 1.0 778 166 2.53 2.1 0.12 0.12NEST 3997 489 1.92 0.7 3636 409 1.:0 3.7 361 80 2.03 0.8 0.14 0.19

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 9640 1300 1.99 0.9 8577 70 1.95 0.9 1063 230 2.18 1.0 0.23* 0.26ACADEMIC 7R76 975 2.03 0.8 7627 ',15 2.01 0.8 249 57 2.30 1.0 0.29* 0.34VOCATIONAL 4059 565 2.22 1.0 3517 051 2.16 1.0 F42 113 2.40 1.1 0.22* 0.21

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4521 568 2.59 1.0 3979 457 2.57 1.0 542 111 2.69 1.1 0.11 0.11SUBURBAN 10969 1392 1.99 0.8 10169 217 1 94 0.7 800 173 2.18 0.9 0.22* 0.29RURAL 6472 930 1.81 0.9 5883 799 1. 0.9 589 132 2.01 1.0 0.23* 0.26

NOTE: WEIGHTED N /S IN THOUSANDS



APPENDIX C - 34

Table 3-13D
WHEN YOU WERE IN THE FIRST GRADE, ABOUT HOW MANY OF 1HE STUDENTS IN YOUR CLASS WERE HISPANIC?

11=NOM:

ALL SO1Int.ORES-1900

ZOIPOMORES SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL WHO DROPPED OUT

ALL SOPHOMORES UNTIL SENIOR FOLLOWUP BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAM
N

NTD
N MEAN S.D.

SAMF
N

TD
N MEAN S.D.

SOP
N

WTD
N MEAN S.D.

DROPOUTS
MINUS

STAYERS
EFFEC
SIZE

TOTAL 21909 2883 1.51 0.7 20011 2473 1.48 0.7 1895 409 1.65 0.8 0.17* 0.24

SEX:
MALE 10552 1411 1.53 0.7 96T5 1200 1.51 0.7 946 211 1.68 0.9 0.18* 0.24
FEMALE 11357 1471 1.49 0.7 104uP 1273 1.47 0.7 949 198 1.62 0.8 0.16* 0.23

SES:
LOW 5176 662 1.60 0.9 47,41 501 1.58 0.9 818 161 1.65 0.9 0.07 0.08
MIDDLE 10644 1437 1.47 0.7 9850 1260 1.45 0.7 786 177 1.60 0.8 0.14* 0.21
HIGH 5676 731 1.49 0.6 546L 675 1.46 0.6 211 56 1.84 0.9 0.37* 0.61

RACE!
WHITE 16076 2267 1.43 0.6 14013 1977 1.41 P.6 1163 291 1.55 0.7 0.14* 0.23
BLACK 2632 334 1.46 0.7 MI 276 1.44 0.7 299 59 1.53 0.8 0.09 0.12
ASIAN-AMERICAN 295 31 1.75 0.9 PAL 29 1.75 0.9 14 2 1.76 0.8 0.01 0.01
AMFR/CAN INDIAN 208 27 1.70 0.8 164 20 1./I 0.8 44 7 1.63 0.7 -0.10 -0.12
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1593 118 2.54 1.2 1378 91 t 57 1.2 215 27 2.43 1.1 -0.14 -0.12
PUERTO RICAN 274 29 2.65 1.1 216 20 R.63 1.1 56 8 2.70 1.0 0.07 0.06
OTHER HISPANIC 776 70 2.02 1.1 680 55 1.,,,9 1.1 96 14 2.15 1.2 0.16 0.15

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 19112 2613 1.51 4.7 17e97 4.'2: 1.49 0.7 1815 391 1.64 0.8 0.15* 0.21
PRIVATE 672 83 1.51 0.8 647 7? 1.42 0.7 25 11 2.09 0.9 0.67 0.97
CATHOLIC 2125 187 1.51 0.7 2070 ,IA 1.50 0.7 55 7 1.83 0.9 0.33 0.49

GEOGRAPHIC REG1ON:
NORTHEAST 4857 647 1.41 0.7 4524 576 1.38 0.6 333 70 1.61 0.9 0.23* 0.36
NORTH CENTRAL 6321 827 1.36 0.6 5872 731 1.35 0.6 449 96 1.46 0.6 0.11 0.20
SOUTH 6740 920 1.49 0.8 5987 758 1.47 0.7 753 163 1.55 0.8 0.08 0.11
NEST 3991 489 1.93 0.8 3,31 409 1.89 0.8 360 80 2.12 0.9 0.23* 0.28

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 9589 1292 1.51 0.7 8553 1066 1.49 0.7 1036 225 1.62 0.8 0.13* 0.10
ACADEMIC 7872 973 1.48 0 7 7625 917 1.46 0.7 247 56 1.72 0.9 0.26* 0.39
VOCATIONAL 4067 566 1.55 o n 3529 453 1.51 0.8 538 113 1.68 0.9 0.16 0.21

ClAtNNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4525 569 1.67 0.9 3985 459 1.64 0.8 540 110 1.81 0.9 0.17 0.20
SUBURBAN 10916 1385 1.51 0.7 10137 1215 1.49 0.7 779 169 1.67 0.8 0.17* 0.26
RURAL 6468 929 1.40 0.7 5892 800 1.38 0.6 576 130 1.51 0.8 0.13 0.19

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANDS 549



APPENDIX C -35

Table 3-13E
WHEN YOU WERE /N THE SIXTH GRADE, ABOUT HOW MANY OF THE STUDENTS IN YOUR CLASS WERE HISPANIC?

(1=NONE) 5=ALL)

ALL SOPHONORES

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980

SOPHOMORES SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL WHO DROPPED OUT

UNTIL SEN/OR FOLLOWUP BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP
SAM
N

WTD
N MEAN S.D.

SAMP
N

WTO
ti MEAN S.D.

SAMP
N

WTD
N MEAN S.D.

DROPOUTS
MINUS
STAYERS

EFFECT
S/ZE

TOTAL 21784 2863 1.61 0.7 19899 2457 1.58 0.7 1885 406 1.78 0.8 0.20* 0.27
SEX:

HALE 10494 1401 1.63 0.7 9553 1193 1.60 0.7 941 208 1.81 0.9 0.21* 0.28FEMALE 11290 1462 1.58 0.7 10346 1264 1.5$ 0.7 944 198 1.74 0.8 0.18* 0.26
SES:

LOW 5127 655 1.67 0.9 4320 495 1.64 0.9 807 160 1.77 0.9 0.13 0.15MIDDLE 10602 1432 1.58 0.7 9813 1253 1.56 0.7 789 179 1.76 0.8 0.19* 0.28HIGH 5647 726 1.60 0.6 5442 673 1.58 0.6 205 53 1.87 0.7 0.29* 0.48
RACE:

WHITE 16012 2256 1.53 0.6 14853 1968 1.51 0.6 1159 288 1.67 0.7 0.16* 0.26BLACK 2591 328 1.53 0.7 2293 270 1.52 0.7 298 58 1.62 0.7 0.10 0.15ASIAN-AHERICAN 295 31 1.92 0.8 281 29 1.92 0.9 14 2 1,82 0.5 -0.10 -0.12AMERICAN INDIAN 213 28 1.80 0.9 168 20 1.78 0.9 45 7 1.86 0.8 0.08 0.09MEXICAN-AMER/CAN 1576 116 2.58 1.1 1365 89 2.58 1.1 211 27 2.60 1.1 0.02 0.02PUERTO RICAN 272 28 2.65 1.1 216 20 2.56 1.1 56 8 2.87 1.2 0.31 0.28OTHER HISPANIC 771 69 2.10 1.1 675 SS 2.06 1.0 96 14 2.24 1.2 0.19 0.18
SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 18989 2593 1.61 0.7 17184 2206 1.58 0.7 1805 388 1.76 0.8 0.18* 0.25PRIVATE 671 83 1.54 0.7 646 72 1.46 0.7 25 11 2.06 0.8 0.60 0.90CATHOLIC 2124 187 1.61 0.7 2069 180 1.59 0.7 55 7 2.06 1.0 0.46 0.66
GEOGRAPHIC REGION:

NORTKAST 4831 643 1.51 0.7 4500 573 1.48 0.6 331 70 1.74 0.9 0.27* 0.41NORTH CENTRAL 6289 823 1.45 0.6 5844 727 1.43 0.6 445 96 1.59 0,7 0.16* 0.27SOUTH 6690 912 1.59 0.8 5939 750 1.56 0.8 751 162 1.69 0.8 0.13 0.17WEST 3974 485 2.06 0.8 3616 407 2.02 0.8 358 78 2.21 0.8 0.19 0.25
CURRICULUM:

GENERAL 9541 1284 1.61 0.7 8504 1059 1.59 0.7 1037 225 1.72 0.8 0.13* 0.18ACADEMIC 7854 970 1.58 0.7 7610 915 1.56 0.7 244 55 1.85 0.9 0.29* 0.43VOCATIONAL 4013 558 1.65 0.8 3480 446 1.60 0.8 533 112 1.84 0.9 0.24* 0.30
COMMUNITY TYPE:

URBAN 4496 565 1.79 0.8 3958 455 1.74 0.8 538 110 1.97 0.9 0.23* 0.28SUBURBAN 10866 1376 1.64 0.7 10094 1209 1.61 0.7 772 167 1.81 0.8 0.20* 0.29RURAL 6422 921 1.46 0.7 5847 793 1.44 0.7 575 129 1.57 0.8 0.12 0.18

NOTE: WEIGHTED N /S IN THOUSANDS
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APPENDIX C - 36

Tab le 3-13F
MEN YOU WERE IN THE NINTH GRADE, ABOUT HOW MANI OF THE STUDENTS IN YOUR CLASS WERE HISPANIC?

(1=NONE; SOLL)

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980

SAMP
N

ALL SOPHOMORES

NTO
N MEAN S.D.

SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

UNTIL SENIOR FOLLONUP

SAMP WTD
N N MEAN S.D.

SOPHOMORES
WHO DROPPED OUT

BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP WID
N N MEAN S.D.

DROPOUTS
MINUS

STAYERS
EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 21813 2866 1.81 0.7 19927 2460 1.79 0.7 1886 406 1.93 0.9 0.14* 0.19

SEX:
MALE 10507 1402 1.81 0.8 9566 1194 1.79 0.7 941 208 1.94 0.9 0.15* 0.20

FEMALE 11306 1464 1.81 0.7 10361 1266 1.79 0.7 945 199 1.9i 0.8 0.12 0.17

SES:
.LOW 5140 656 1.82 0.9 4332 497 1.81 0.9 808 160 1.88 0.9 0.07 0.08

MIDDLE 10607 1432 1.79 0.7 9820 1254 1.77 0.7 787 178 1.94 0.8 0.17* 0.24

HIGH 5651 726 1.84 0.6 5445 673 1.82 0.6 206 53 2.07 0.8 0.25* 0.41

RACE:
WHITE 16023 2257 1.75 0.7 14867 1970 1.74 0.6 1156 287 1.84 0.8 0.11* 0.16

BLACK 2598 329 1.70 0.8 2299 270 1.69 0.8 299 58 1.73 0.8 0.04 0.05

ASIAN-AMERICAN 297 31 2.17 0.8 283 29 2.20 0.8 14 2 1.84 0.5 -0.36 -0.46

AMERICAN INDIAN 210 27 2.04 0.9 165 20 2.07 0.9 45 7 1.96 0.9 -0.11 -0.13

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1584 117 2.66 1.0 1371 90 2.66 1.0 213 27 2.69 1.0 0.03 0.03

PUERTO RICAN 273 29 2.67 1.0 216 20 2.58 1.0 57 8 2.90 1.0 0.32 0.32

OTHER HISPANIC 775 70 2.30 1.1 679 55 2.27 1.0 96 14 2.44 1.1 0.17 0.16

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 19020 2597 1.81 0.7 17213 2209 1.80 0.7 1807 388 1.92 0.8 0.12* 0.17

PRIVATE 667 82 1.57 0.7 643 71 1.51 0.7 24 11 1.96 0.9 0.4S 0.66

CATHOLIC 2126 187 1.89 0.7 2071 180 1.88 0.7 55 7 2.35 0.8 0.48 0.71

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4829 642 1.73 0.7 4499 573 1.71 0.7 330 69 1.93 0.9 0.22* 0.32

NORTH CENTRAL 6291 823 1.67 0.6 5845 727 1.66 0.6 446 96 1.77 0.7 0.11 0.17

SOUTH 6707 914 1.75 0.8 5953 752 1.74 0.8 754 162 1.81 0.8 0.07 0.09

WEST 3986 487 2.27 0.8 3630 408 2.25 0.7 356 78 2.37 0.8 0.12 0.16

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 9561 1287 1.80 0.7 8520 1061 1.78 0.7 1041 226 1.89 0.e 0.11 0.15

ACADEMIC 7858 971 1.81 0.7 7615 916 1.80 0.7 243 55 2.04 0.8 0.25* 0.37

VOCATIONAL 4012 557 1.84 0.8 3483 447 1.81 0.8 529 111 1.95 0.9 0.14 0.17

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4506 566 2.04 0.8 3968 455 2.01 0.8 538 111 2.19 0.9 0.18 0.21

SUBURBAN 10875 1378 1.87 0.7 10104 1211 1.86 0.7 771 167 1.99 0.8 0.13* 0.19

RURAL 6432 923 1.58 0.7 5855 794 1.57 0.7 577 129 1.63 0.8 0.06 0.09
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APPENDIX D-1

List of Courses Included in Each Subscale

REMEDIAL ENGLISH

23.0106 COMMUNICATION SKILLS. NON COLLEGE
23.0106 ENGLISH 9, BASIC
23.0106 ENGLISH 10 BELOW GRADE LEVEL
23.0109 ENGLISH 2, BELOW GRADE LEVEL
23.0109 ENGLISH 10. BASIC
23.0112 ENGL1SP ll, BASIC
23.0112 ENGLISH 3. BELOW GRADE LEVEL
23.0115 ENGLISH 4, BELOW GRADE LEVEL
23.0115 ENGLISH 120 BASIC
32.0118 MINIMUM STANDARDS REVIEW
32.0118 CAREER COMMUNICATIONS
32.0118 ENGLISH. FUNCTIONAL
32.0118 ENGLISH. PERSONAL

553
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APPENDIX D-2

List of Courses Included in Each Subscale

GENEKAL ENGLISH

23.0107 ENGLISH 99 AVERAGE
23.0101 ENC9LISH 1

23.0110 ENGLISH 2
21.0110 EN4L1SH 109 AVERAGE
23.0113 ENGLISH 3
21.0113 ENGLISH 119 AVERAGE
23.0116 ENGLISH 12. AVERAGE
23.0116 ENGLISH 4

5 5 4
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APPENDIX D-3

List of Courses Included in Each Subscale

ADVANCED IHONURS AND ADVANCED PLACEMENT) ENGLISH

23.01011 ENGLISH 9. HONORS
23.010d ENGLISH I. HONORS
23.0111 ENGLISH 100 HO4ORS,
23.0111 ENGLISH 2, HONURS
23.0114 ENGLISH II, HONORS
23.0114 ENGLISH 3. HONORS
23.0117 ENGLISH 120 HONORS
23.0117 ENGLISH 4. HUNORS
23.0117 ENGLIsH. AJVANCE0 PLACEMENT

i . 555
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APPENDIX D-4

List of Courses Included in Each Subscale

ENGLISH, SPECIAL TOPICS

23.0118 NUUERN CLASSICAL LITERATURE
23.0118 WORLD LITERATURE
23.0119 RENAISSANCE LITERATURE
23.0119 MAN IN A NEW wORLU
23.0120 MAN ANU NATURE
23.0120 ROMANTICISM
23.0121 REALISM
23.0122 CONTEMPORARY FICTION
23.0122, BIG BOOKS OF THE 20TH CENTURY
23.0122 TwENT1ETH CENTURY LITERATURE
23.0122 LITERATURE. CONTEMPORARY
23.0123 IRISH LITERATURE
23.0124 RUSSIAN LITERATURE
23.0125 LITERATURE OF THE BIBLE
23.0125 BIBLE AS LITERATURE
23.0126 MYTHOLOGY AND FABLE
23.0126 HEROES, GOOS AND MONSTERS
23.0126 MYTHOLOGY ANU FOLKLORE
23.0127 URAMA, INTRODUCTION
23.0128 WuRLO URAMA
23.0129 PLAYS, MODERN SURVEY
23.0130 NOVELS
23.0131 SHORT STORY
23.0131 SnORT FICTION
23.0131 SKIRT NARRATIVE
23.0132 mYSTERIES
23.0133 POETRY
23.0134 ROCK POETRY
23.0135 AMERICAN NOMA
23.0135 LET'S LAUGH
23.0135 HUMOR
23.0136 FAMOUS PERSONALITIES
23.0136 BIWRAPHY
23.0131 NON FICTION
23.013d FICTION ANO FANTASY
23.0138 LITERATURE OF THE MYSTERIOUS
13.0138 SCIENCE FICTION
230139 RAR AND PEACE
23.0139 NOUERN JOURNALISTIC LITERATURE
23.C139 THEMES IN LITERATURE
23.0140 LITERATURE OF HUMAN VALUES
23.0141 MINORITY LITERATURE
23.0141 ETHNIC LITERATURE
23.0142 WOMEN IN LITERATURE
23.0143 SPORTS THROUGH LITERATURE
23.0144 SUPERNATURAL LITERATURE
23.0144 OCCULT LITERATURE
23.0145 PROTEST LITERATURE
23.0146 ADOLESCENT FICTION
23.0146 YOUTH ANO LITERATURE
23.0146 BOuRS AND THE TEENAGE READER
23.0147 HeROES
23.0148 uTOPIAS
23.0149 DEATH
23.0150 NOBEL PRIZE AUTHORS
23.0151 SEMINAR IN AN AUTHOR
13.0152 ENGLISH. REAL LIFE PROBLEM SOLVING
23.0200 CLASSICS. OTHER
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APPENDIX D-5

List of Courses Included in Each Subscale

ENGLISH, SPECIAL TOPICS

23.0211 CLASSICAL MYTHOLOGY
23.0211 MYTHOLOGICAL LITERATURE. GREEK ANU ROMAN
23.0300 COMPARATIVE LITERATURE, OTHER
23.0311 COMPARISONS IN LITERATURE
23.0311 COMPARATIVE LITERATURE
23.0700 LITERATURE. AMERICAN, OTHER
23.0711 PORTRAIT UF AN AMERICAN
23.0711 SELECTED AMERICAN AUTHORS
23.0711 AMERICAN EXPERIENCE
23.0711 AMERICAN LITERATURE
23.0711 AftRICAN WRITERS
23.0721 AFRO AMERICAN LITERATURE
23.0721 LITERATURE OF BLACK AMERICA
23.0721 BLACK LITERATURE
23.0731 AMERICAN HEROES
23.0731 AMERICAN PHILOSOPHY IN LITERATURE
23.0731 AMERICAN CLTURAL PATTERNS
23.0731 AMERICAN OILEMMA
23.0731 AMERICAN DREAM IN LITERATURE
23.0741 FOLKLORE. AMERICAN
23.0751 INUIAN LITERATURt
23.0751 AMERICAN INDIAN LITERATURE
23.0761 STATE WRITERS
23.0761 REGIONAL WRITERS
23.0771 WESTERN LITERATURE
23.0771 FRONTIER LITERATURE
23.0781 MEXICAN AMERICAN LITERATURE
23.0800 LITERATURE, ENGLISH. OTHER
23.0811 ORITISM LITERATURE SURVEY
23.0811 BRITISH LITERATURE. CONVENTIONS AND EXPERIMENTS
23.0811 MAJOR BRITISH WRITERS
23.0011 BACKGROUND OF MODERN BRITISH LITERATURE
23.0821 POLITICAL INTRIGUE AND MURDER
23.0821 AGES OF MAN
23.0821 .SHAKESPEARt
23.0831 MODERN BRITISH WRITERS
23.0041 VICTORIAN LITERATURt
23.0851 SATIRE. MOUERN BRITISH
23.0861 ONCE ANU FUTURE KING
23.0861 ARTHURIAN LEGtN0
23.9700 LETTERS. OTHER
30.0721 WGMEN'S STUDIES IN LITERATURE
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APPENDIX D-6

List of Courses Included in Each Subscale

COMPOSITION, WRITING AND GRAMMAR

23.0154 RESEARCH AND WRITING THE TERM PAPER
23.0154 RESEARCH PAPER
23.0154 RESEARCH PROCESS
23.0154 RESEARCH TECHNIQUE
23.0154 WRITING AND RESEARCH
23.0154 COLLEGE WRITING.
23.0400 COMPOSITION, OTHER
23.0401 COMPOSITION, EXPOSITORY
23.0401 EXPOSITORY WRITING
23.0401 CONTEMPORARY COMPOSITION
23.0401 WRITING PRACTICE
23.0402 COMPOSITION, ADVANCED
23.0402 WRITING SKILLS WORKSHOP
23.0402 WRITING LABORATORY
23.0403 WRITING ABOUT LITERATURE
23.0408 LANGUAGE STRUCTURE 9
23.0408 GRAMMAR 9
23.0409 GRAMMAR REVIEW 10, COLLEGE PREPARATION
23.0409 LANGUAGE STRUCTURE 10
23.0409 GRAMMAR 10
23.0410 GRAMMAR 11
23.0410 GRAMMAR REVIEW II, COLLEGE PREPARATION
23.0410 LANGUAGE STRUCTURE 11
23.0411 GRAMMAR 12
23.0411 LANGUAGE STRUCTURE 12
23.0411 GRAMMAR REVIEW 12, COLLEGE PREPARATION
23.0414 INTERPERSONAL COMMUNICATION
23.0500 CREATIVE WRITING. OTHER
23.0511 CREATIVE WRITING 10
23 n511 CREATIVE WRITING 1

23.0512 CREATIVE WRITING 2, WORKSHOP
23.0512 CREATIVE WRITING 11
23.0513 CREATIVE WRITING 12
23.0521 CREATIVE WRITING, INDEPENDENT STUDY
23.0600 LINGUISTICS (INCLUDES PHONETICS. SEMANTICS, AND PHILOLOGY), 0
23.0611 LANGUAGE AND THOUGHT
23.0611 SEMANTICS AND HISTORY OF LANGUAGE
23.0611 LINGUISTICS
50.0531 PLAYWRITING

65 RI
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APPENDIX D-7

List of Courses Included in Each Subscale

ORAL ENGLISH. SPEAKING AND DEBATING

23.0900 RHETORIC, OTHER
23.1000 SPEECH. DEBATE. AND FORENSICS, OTHER
23.1011 PUBLIC SPEAKING
23.1011 SPEECH ARTS
23.1011 FORENSICS
23.1011 COMMUNICATIONS, BASIC
23.1011 ORAL COMPJSITION
23.1011 ORAL COMMUNICATIONS
23.1021 THEY USED TO CALL IT RHETORIC
23.1021 ORAL INTERPRETATION
23.1021 SPEECH 1
23.1021 SPEECH, GENERAL
23.1022 DISCUSSION ANO DEBATE
23.1022 DEBATE AND ARGUMENTATION
23.1022 SPEECH 2
23.1022 SPEECH TUURNAMENT
23.1023 SPEECH 3
23.1031 DEBATE PRACTICUM CONTRACT
32.0112 SPEECH, DEVELOPMENTAL
32.0113 LANGUAGE, DEVELOPMENTAL
32.0114 VOICE. DEVELOPMENTAL
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APPENDIX D-8

List of Courses Included in Each Subscale

REMEDIAL READING

$2,0109 REAOING 104""NEMENT
32.0109 READING. '''./IAL
32.0109 READING Di.. -OPMENT I
32.0110 READING DEVELOPMENT 2
32.0115 hORD STUDY. REMEDIAL

56 0
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APPENDIX D-9

List of Courses Included in Each Subscale

OTHER READING t VOCABULARY

23.0153 READING LAdORATOMY
23.0153 LITERATUKE. INDIVIDUALIZED
2j.0153 READING AND CONFERENCE
23.0153 READING FOR PLEASURE
23.0153 READING. INDEPENDENT STUDY
23.0153 READING, INDIVIDUALIZED
23.0153 BEST SELLERS
23.0153 EFFECTIVE READINw
23.0404 WORD POWER
23.0404 COLLEGE VOCABULARY SKILL BUILDING
23.0404 VOCAOULARY
23.0404 FUN WITH WORDS
23.0412 WUROSEARCH
23.0412 WURO CLUES
23.0412 ETYMOLOGY
32.0111 SPEED READING

561
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APPENDIX D-10

List of Courses Included in Each Subscale

VOCATIONAL ENGLISH

07.0411 BUSINESS ENGLISH 1
07.0411 BUSINESS CUMMUNICATIONS
07.0412 BUSINESS ENGLISH 2
09.0200 ADVERTISING, OTHER
09.0211 AOVERTISING
23.1100 TECHNICAL AND BUSINESS WRITING, OTHER
23.1111 TECHNICAL ENGLISH
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APPENDIX D-11

List of Courses Included in Each Subscale

MATHEMATICS BASIC SKILLS

27.0105 MATHEMATICS. aAsic
27.0105 MATHEMATICS, REMEDIAL
27.0105 MATHEMATICS, ESSENTIALS
27.0105 MATHEMATICS LAB
27.0105 ARITHMETIC REVIEW
27.0105 COMPETENCY MATHEMATICS
27.0114 MATHEMATICS SURVIVAL SKILLS
27.0114 CONSUMER MATHEMATICS

563
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APPENDIX D-12

List of Courses Included in Each Subscale

PREALGEBRA/PREGEOMETKY

27.0401 PRE-.ALGEBKA
27.0401 ALGEBRA SKILLS
27.0401 ALGEBRA, BASIC
27.0401 ALGEBRA, INTRODUCTION
27.0401 ALGiBRA, PRACTICAL
27.0401 ALGEBRA, PRINCIPLES
27.0409 GEUMETRY, PHYSICAL
27.0409 0t04tTAY. PRALTICAL
27.0409 GFOMETRY. OCCUPATIONAL
27.0409 GEOMETRY, INFURMAL
21.0409 GEOMETRY, INTUITIVE
27.0409 GEOMkTRIC DESIGN

5 6



511

APPENDIX D-13

List of Courses Included in Each Subscale

GENERAL MATH

27.0100 MATHEMATICS, OTHER GENERAL
27.0106 MATHEMATICS 1. APPLIED
27.0106 C4MPUTATIONAL SKILLS 1
27.0106 MATHEMATICS 1. GENERAL
27.0107 COMPUTATIONAL SKILLS 2
27.0107 MATHEMATICS 2. APPLIED
27.0107 MATHEMATICS 2. GENERAL
27.0100 SCIENCE MATHEMATICS
27.0109 MATHEMATICS AS A LIBERU ART
27.0109 MATHEMATICS IN THE ARTS
27.0112 MATHtMATICS REVIEW
27.0112 SAT MATHEMATICS
27.0113 MATHEMATICS TUTORING
27.0300 APPLIEU MATHEMATICS. OTHER
27.0421 MATHEMATMS 1. UNIFIED
27.0422 MATHEMATICS 2. UNIFIED
27.0423 MATHEMATICS 3. UNIFIED
27.0424 MATHEMATICS, INDEPENDENT STUDT
27.0424 MATHEMATICS. ENRICHMENT
21.0424 mATHEAATICS STRATEGIES
27.042* MATHEMATICS SEMINAR
27.0424 MATHEMATICS, COMPETITIVE
27.0424 MATHEMATICS TOPICS
.27.9900 MATHEMATICS, OTHER
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APPENDIX L-14

List of Courses Included in Each Subscale

VOCATIONAL MATH

01.0151 AGRICULTURAL MATHEMATICS
07.0171 CAREER COMPUTATION 1
07.0171 BUSINESS MATHEMATICS 1
07.0171 BUSINESS ARITHMETIC
07.0172 CAREER CO4PUTATION 2
07.0172 BUSINESS MATHEMATICS 2
07.0221 FINANCIAL MATHEMATICS
27.0110 MATHEMATICS, VOCATIONAL
27.0110 SHOP mATHtMATICS
27.0110 MATHEMATICS FOR TRADE AND INDUSTRY
27.0111 TECHNICAL MATHEMATICS
52.0108 MATHEMATICS FOR EMPLOYMENT
32.0108 RORK EXPERIENCE MATHEMATICS

566
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APPENDIX D-15

List of Courses Included in Each Subscale.

ALGEBRA I

27.0402 ALGEBRA I, PART I
27.0403 ALGEBRA le PART 2
27.0404 ALGEBRA I

27.0404 ALGEBRA, ELEMENTARY

567
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APPENDIX Dlt

List of Courses Included in Each Subscale

GEOKTRy

21.0406 GEOmETRY, PLANE
27.0407 GEOMETRY, SOLID
27.0408 GEOMETRY

568
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APPENDIX 0-17

List of Courses Included in Each Subscale

ADVANCE0 MATH

27.0400 PURE MATHEMATICS. OTHER
27.0405 ALGEBRA 2
27.0405 ALGEBRA, INTERMEDIATE
27.0410 ALGEBRA 3
27.0410 MATHEMATICS, AOVANCEO
27.0410 ALGEBRAIC SYSTEMS
27.0410 ALGEBRA, COLLEGE
27.0410 ALGEBRA, ADVANCED
27.0411 TRIGONOMETRY
27.0412 ANALYTIC GEOMETRY
27.0412 GEOMETRY, ADVANCED
27.0413 TRIGONOMETRY ANO SOLID GEOMETRY
27.0414 ALGEBRA AND TRIGONOMETRY
27.0415 ALGEBRA AND ANALYTIC GEOMETRY
27.0416 ANALYSIS. ELEMENTARY
27.0416 ANALYSIS, INTRODUCTORY
27.0416 MATHEMATICAL ANALYSIS
27.0416 LIMITS AND FUNCTIONS
27.0416 PRECALCULUS
27.0416 ELEMENTARY fUNCTIONS
27.0417 LINEAR ALGEBRA
27.0417 MATRIX ALGEBRA
27.0417 ALGEBRA. HONORS
27.0415 CALCULUS AND ANALYTIC GEOMETRY
27.0419 CALCULUS
27.0420 CALCULUS, ADVANCED PLACEMENT
27.0420 MATHEMATICS. HONORS
27.0420 MATHEMATICS. ADVANCED PLACEMENT
27.0500 STATISTICS, OTHER
27.0511 STATISTICS
27.0521 PROOABILITY
27.0531 PROBABILITY AND STATISTICS

569
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APPENDIX D-18

List of Courses Included in Each Subscale

GENERAL SCIENCE

30.0100 bIOLUGICAL AND PHYSICAL SCIENCES, OTHER
30.0111 SCIENCE, GENERAL
30.0111 SCIENCE, UNIFIED
30.0111 SCIENCE womuscip
30.0111 PHYSICAL AND LIFE SCIENCE
30.0111 SCIENCE. BASIC
30.0111 SCIENCE. APPLIED
30.0111 SCIENCE IDEAS
30.0121 SCIENCE RESEARCH TECHNIQUES
30.0121 SCIENCE STUDY, INDEPENDENT
30.0121 SCIENCE INVESTIGATIUNS
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APPENDIX D-19

List of Courses Included in Each Subscale

PHYSICAL SCIENCE

40.0100 PHYSICAL SCIENCES. OTHER GENERAL
40.0121 CHEAISTRY ANO PHYSICS
40.0121 SCIENCE 9
40.0121 PHYSICAL SCIENCE
40.0131 CHEMISFAY AND PHYSICS LABORATORY TECHN1OUES
40.0141 PHYSICAL SCIENCE. APPLIED
40.0200 ASTRONOMY, OTHER
40.0211 ASTRONOMY
40.0300 ASTROPHYSICS. OTHER
40.0400 ATMUSPHERIC SCIENCES ANO METEOROLOGY. OTHER
40.0411 METEOROLOGY
40.0600 GEOLOGICAL SCIENCES, OTHER
40.0611 EARTH SCIENCE 9
40.0611 EARTH SCIENCE, GENERAL
40.0611 EARTH SCIENCE
40.0621 EARTH SCIENCE, COLLEGE PREPARATORY
40.0631 GEOLOGY
40.0641 MINERALOGY
40.0700 MISCELLANEOUS PHYSICAL SCIENCES. OTHER
40.0711 OCEANOGRAPHY
40.0900 PLANETARY SCIENCE. OTHER
40.0911 ROCKETRY ANO SPACE SCIENCE
40.0911 SPACE SCIENCE
40.9900 PHYSICAL SCIENCES. CTHER
41.0300 PHYSICAL SCIENCE TECHNOLOGIES. OTHER

571



518

APPENDIX D-20

List of Courses Included in Each Subscale

FUNCTIONAL BIOLOGY

26.0121 BIOLOGY, BASIC
26.0121 BIOLOGY, PATTERNS
26.0121 BIOLUGY, ESSENTIALS
26.0121 BIOLOGY, FUNCTIONAL
26.0121 NATURAL SCIENCE
26.0121 LIFE SCIENCE

572
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APPENDIX D-21

List of Courses Included in Each Subscale

BIOLOGY I

26.0131 BIOLOGY. REGENTS
26.0131 BIOLOGY
26.0131 BIOLOGY, INTUDUCTORY
26.0131 BIOLOGY. GENERAL
26.0141 BIOLOGY. C(iLLEGE PREPARATORY
26.0141 BIOLOGY. HONORS
26.0151 FIELD BIOLOGY
26.0151 BIOLOGY. REGIONAL
26.0171 BIOPSYCHOLOGY
26.0211 BIOCHEMISTRY
26.0300 BOTANY. OTHER
26.0311 PLANTS ANA) PEOPLE
26.0311 IREES AND SHRUBS. LOCAL
26.0311 BOTANY
26.0411 CELL BIOLOGY

573
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APPENDIX D-22

List of Courses Included in Each Subscale

AOVANCED BIOLOGY

24.0142 BIOLUGY. AOVANCED PLACEMENT
26.0142 BIOLOGY, COLLEGE
26.0142 BIOLOGY, ADVANCED
26.0142 BIOLOGY 2
26.0161 GENETICS
26.0181 BIOLOGY SEMINAR
26.0181 BIOLOGY, INDEPENOENT STUDY
26.0500 MICROBIOLOGY, OTHER
26.0511 BACTERIOLOGY
26.0511 M1CROBIOLCGY
26.0600 MISCELLANEOUS SPECIALIZEO AREAS, LIFE SCIENCES, OTHER
26.0611 ECOLOGY
26.0621 BIOLOGY, AQUATIC
26.0621 MARINE STUDIES
26.0621 MARINE BIOLOGY
26.0622 MARINE BIOLOGY. ADVANCED
26.0622 MARINE BIOLOGY 2
26.0631 ANATOMY
26.0100 ZOOLOGY, OTHER
26.0711 ZOOLOGY
26.0721 ZOOLOGY, VERTEBRATE
26.0731 ZOOLOGY, INVERTEBRATE
26.0741 ANIMAL BEHAVIOR
26.0751 PHYSIOLOGY. HUMAN
26.0751 ANATCMY AND PHYSIOLOGY
26.0751 HUMAN BIOLOGY
26.0752 PHYSIOLOGY, ADVANCED
26.0761 PATHOLOGY
2b.0761 HEALTH BIOLOGY
26.9900 LIFE SCIENCES. OTHER



521

APPENDIX D-23

List of Courses Included in Each Subscale

FUNCTIONAL CHEMISTRY

40.0511 CHEMISTRY. FUNDAMENTALS
40.0511 CHEMISTRY. GENERAL
40.0511 CHEmISTRY. INTERDISCIPLINARY
40.0511 CHEMISTRY. INTRODUCTORY
40.0511 CHEMISTRY CONCEPTS
40.0551 CONSUMER CHEMISTRY
40.0551 CHEMISTRY. APPLIED
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APPENDIX D-24

List of Courses Included in Each Subscale

CHEMISTRY I

40.0500 CHEMISTRY, OTHER
40.0521 CHEM STUDY
40.0521 CHEMISTRY
40.0521 CHEMISTRY 1
40.0521 CHEMISTRY, REGENTS
40.0521 CHEMISTRY, COLLEGE PREPARATORY

576
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APPENDIX D-25

List of Courses Included in Each Subscale

CHEMISTRY ADVANCED

40.0522 CHEMISTRY, ADVANCED PLACEMENT
40.0522 CHEMISTAY 2
40.0522 CHEMISTRY, ADVANCED
40.0531 ORGANIC CHEMISTRY
60.0531 ORGANIC BIOCHEMISTRY
40.0541 PHYSICAL CHEMISTRY
40.0561 CHEMISTKY, INDEPENDENT STUDY
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APPENDIX D-26

List of Courses Included in Each Subscale

FUNCTIONAL PHYSICS

40.0811 PHYSICS, APPLIED
40.0811 PHYSICS. GENERAL
40.0811 PHYSICS CUNCEPTS
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APPENDIX D-27

List of Courses Included in Each Subscale

PHYSICS I

40.0800 PHYSICS. OTHER
40.0821 PHYSICS 1
40.0821 PHYSICS. REGENTS
40.0821 PHYSICS, COLLEGE
40.0841 ELECTRICITY AND ELECTRONICS SCIENCE
40.0841 ELECTRONICS SCIENCE
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APPENDIX D-28

List of Courses Included in Each Subscale

PHYSICS ADVANCED

40.0822 PHYSICS 2
40.0822 PHYSICS, ADVANCED
40.0822 PHYSICS, HONORS
40.0522 PHYSICS, AOVANCED PLACEMENT
40.0831 PHYSICS 2 MITHUUT CALCULUS

55 0



527

APPENDIX D-29

List of Courses Included in Each Subscale

FUNCTIONAL SOCIAL SCIENCES

32.0119 CONTEMPORARY ISSUES, BASIC SKILLS
33.0100 CITIZENSHIP/CIVIC ACTIVITIES. OTHER
33.0161 UNITED STATES

HISTORY, REMEDIAL
45.0809 AMERICAN HISTORY, BASIC
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APPENDIX D-30

List of Courss Included in Each bubscale

SOCIAL STOOIES, VOCATIONAL APPLICATIONS

06.012I ROSINESS LAW
04.0500 ROSINESS ECONOMICS. OTHER
06.0SII ROSINESS ECONOMICS
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APPENDIX D-31

List of Courses Included in Each Subscale

REGULAR HISTORY

45.0609 AMERICAN LABOR HISTORY
45.0800 HISTORY, OTHER
45.0807 UNITEO STATES HISTORY. STATE AND LOCAL45.0807 STATE HISTORY
45.0807 STATE HISTORY ANO GOVERNMENT
45.0810 AMERICAN HISTORY
45.0810 AMERICAN HISTORY AND WORLD BACKGROUND45.0811 UNITED STATES HISTORY 1
45.0811 FOUNOING OF AMERICA
45.0811 AGE OF DISCOVERY
45.0812 MODERN AMERICAN HISTORY
45.0812 UNITED STATES HISTORY 2
45.0815 WESTWARD MOVEMENT
45.0816 TWENTIETH CENTURY AMERICA
45.0816 AMERICAN HISTORY, CONTEMPORARY
45.0816 TWENTIETH CENTURY AMERICA, SURVEY
45.0817 TWENTIES ANO THIRTIES
45.0817 ROARING 20'S AND DEPRESSED 30'S
45.0e1e AAERICA. pasT WAR WORLD
45.0818 UNITEO STATES HISTORY, RECENT
45.0818 AMERICA SINCE 1945
45.0819 NINETEEN SIXTIES
45.0820 NINETEEN SEVENTIES
45.0821 REFCRM IN AMERICAN HISTORY
45.0822 AMERICAN INQUIRIES
45.0823 HISTORIC EVENTS. UNITED STATES
45.0824 AMERICAN WARS, CAUSES AND EFFECTS
45.0824 WORLD WARS
45.0824 AMERICAN waas AND DIPLOMACY
45.0825 CIVIL WAR
45.0826 CIVIL WAR. RECONSTRUCTION ANO INDUSTRIALISM45.0827 WAR ANO MODERN CONSCIOUSNESS
45.0828 WORLD WAR II
45.0829 UNITED STATES MILITARY HISTORY I
45.0830 UNITED STATES MILITARY HISTORY 2
45.0831 UNITED STATES HISTORY, FIELD STUDY
45.0832 NORTH AMERICAN HISTORY
45.0833 MEXICAN HISTORY
45.0834 SOUTH AMERICAN HISTORY
45.0835 WORLD HISTORY AND CULTURE
45.0835 SURVEY OF WORLD STUDIES
45.0335 EvE ON THE WORLD
45.0835 HISTORY OF WORLD CIVILIZATION
45.0835 WORLD GEOGRAPHY AND WORLD CULTURES45.0835 WORLD HISTORY
4540836 WORLD HISTORY, COLLEGE
45.0E0 MODERN WORLD CIVILIZATION
45.0837 WORLD HISTORY, MODERN
45.0838 CURRENT WORLD HISTORY
45.0838 WORLD CIVILIZATIUNg TWENTIETH CENTURY4540839 WORLD CIVILIZATION, TWENTIETH CENTURY. HONORS45.0840 WORLD CIVILIZATION 9
45.0840 WESTERN CIVILIZATION 9
45.0842 WESTERN CIVILIZATION. 'impair
45.0842 EUROPEAN HISTORY
45.0843 EARLY WESTERN CIVILIZATION
45.0845 ANCIENT ANO CLASSICAL WORLD
45.0846 ANCIENT GREEK HISTORY
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APPENDIX D-32

List of Courses Included in Each Subscale

REGULAR HISTORY

45.0847 ROME AND HER EMPIRE
45.0848 EARLY MORLD HISTORY
45.0848 DEVELOPMENT OF CIVILIZATION
45.0848 ANCIENT WORLD HISTORY
45.0848 ANCIENT HISTORY AND MIDDLE AGES
45.0849 ENGLISH HISTORY
45.0852 MODERN EUROPE
45.0d53 EUROPEAN HISTORY MID-NINETEENTH THROUGH M1D-TWENTIETH CENTURI

45.0854 EUkOPEAN HISTORY, TWENTIETH CENTURY
45.0854 TWENTIETH CENTURY EUROPE
45.0857 THIRD WORLD HISTORY
45.0858 AFRILAN HISTORY
45.0859 AFRICA, MIDDLE EAST AND LATIN AMERICA
45.0860 LATIN AMERICAN HISTORY
45.0861 MIDDLE EAST HISTORY
45.0862 ISRAEL, HISTORY
45.0863 EASTERN CIVILIZATION
45.0864 FAR EAST, HISTORY
45.0865 ASIAN HISTORY, MODERN
45.0866 PACIFIC LANDS, HISTORY
45.0867 RUSSIAN HISTORY
45.0868 WORLD LEADERS, PAST AND PRESENT
45.0869 HISTORICAL RESEARCH
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APPENDIX D-33

List of Courses Included in Each Subscale

SOCIAL SCIENCES. OTHER REGULAR

05.0100 AREA STUDIES. OTHER
05.0101 AREA STUDIES
05.0102 AMERICAN STUOIES. BASIC
05.0103 AMERICAN STUDIES. GENERAL
0.0103 AMERICAN STUDIES. REGENTS
05.0103 AMERICAN HISTORY AND AMERICAN CHARACTER
05.0103 AMERICAN STUDIES. ACADEMIC
05.0104 FACTORS THAT MADE AMERICA GREAT
05.0104 CONTEMPORARY AMERICA
05.0104 AMERICA'S PEOPLE AND PROBLEMS
05.0104 AMERICAN SOCIAL CHANGE
05.0105 AMERICAN STUDIES. HUNORS
05.0106 NEW ENGLAND STUDIES
05.0107 OLD SOUTH
05.0108 AAERICAN WEST
05.0108 WILD WEST
05.0108 HOW THE WEST WAS WON
05.0108 AMERICAN FRONTIERS
05.0109 SOUTHWEST UNITED STATES
05.0110 ANGLU AMERICA
05.0111 NORTH AMERICA ANO CURRENT EVENTS
05.0112 WITH AND SOUTH AMERICA
05.0113 LATIN AMERICA AND TME CARIBBEAN
05.0113 SOUTH AMERICA
05.0113 MESUAMERICA
05.0113 LATIN AMERICAN STUDIES
05.0113 LATIN AMERICA
05.0114 WORLD STUDIES 1
05.0114 WURLU CULTURES 1
05.0115 WORLD CULTURES 2
05.0115 WORLD STUDIES 2
05.0116 WORLD STUDIES. HONORS
05.0'16 WORLD CULTURES. HONORS
05.0117 LJAPAKATIV! WORLD CULTURES
05.0118 EUROPEAN CULTURE STUOIES. BASIC
05.0118 WESTERN EUROPE ON ThE MOVE
05.0119 EUROPE ANJ CURRENT EVENTS
05.0119 EUROPEAN CULTURE STUDIES. REGENTS
05.0119 EUkOPEAN CULTURE STUDIES. GENERAL
05.0119 WESTERN EUROPEAN CULTURE STUDIES, ACADEMIC
05.0119 WESTERN RAN
05.0120 WESTERN EUROPEAN CULTURE STUDIES. HONORS
05.0120 EURJPEAN CULTURE STUDIES. HONORS
05.0121 EMERZING NATIONS
05.0121 UEVELUPING NATIONS
05.0121 DEVELOPING WORLD
05.0122 AFRICAN CULTURAL AREA
05.0122 AFRICAN AREA STUDIES
05.0123 AFRICA AND SOUTH AMERICA
05.0124 ASIAN ANO AFRICAN CULTURAL STUDIES, BASIC
05.0125 ASIAN AND AFRICAN CULTURAL STUDIES. GENERAL
05.0125 ASIAN AND AFRICAN CULTURAL STUDIES, REGENTS
05.0126 ASIAN ANJ AFRICAN CULTURAL STUDIES. HONORS
05.0127 EAST ASIAN STUDIES
05.0127 ASIAN STUOIES
05.0127 ORIENT, LAND OF MYSTERY
05.0127 ORIENTAL CULTURES
05.0127 CHINESE ANO JAPANESE.CULTURES
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APPENDIX D-34

List of Courses Included in Each Subscale

SOCIAL SCIENCES, OTHER REGULAR

05.012d HISTCRY OF CHINA
05.0129 ASIA, AFRICA ANO MIDEAST
05.0130 AFRICA ANO MIJOLE EAST
05.0131 MIDOLE EASTERN STUDIES
05.0132 MIDDLE EAST* WAR FOR SURVIVAL
05.0133 RUSSIAN ANO SLAVIC STUDIES
05.0133 ussa
MOM SOVIET UNION
05.0133 MAKING OF MODERN RUSSIA
05.0133 SOVIET AREA STUDIES
05.0134 SOVIET UNION ANL) CHINA
05.0135 SOVIET UNION AND AFRO AMERICAN DEVELOPING NATIONS

05.0136 HISTORY OF RUSSIA
05.0137 NEGLECTED WORLD
05.0138 GLODAL PERSPECTIVES
05.0138 GLOBAL STUDIES
05.01311 GLOBAL ISSUES
05.0138 WORLD PROBLEMS
05.0138 GLOBAL EOUCATION
05.0200 ETHNIC STUDIES. OTHER
05.0211 AMERICAN INTERCULTURAL HERITAGE
05.0211 MINORITIES IN AMERICA
05.0211 MINORITIES IN UNITED STATES HISTORY
05.0211 MINORITIES
05.0211 MINORITY GROUPS IN THE UNITED STATES
05.0211 UNITED STATES CULTURES
05.0211 MINORITY PEOPLE
05.0211 MULTI ETHNIC CULTURES
05.0221 ETHNIC AND FAMILY hERITAGE
05.0231 BLACK STUOIES
05.0231 AFRO AMLRICAN STUDIES
05.0231 AFRO AMERICAN CULTURE AND HISTORY

05.0231 AMERICAN SLACK HISTORY
05.0231 BLACK EXPERIENCE
05.0231 BLACK HISTORY
05.0241 ELDNUMICS OF AFRO AMERICANS
05.0251 AMERICAN INDIAN
05.0251 INDIANS OF NORTH AMERICA
05.0261 JEWISH HISTORICAL SIGNIFICANCE
05.0271 MEXICAN AMERICAN HERITAGE
05.0211 MEXICAN AMERICAN STUDIES
05.0261 IlAWAIIANA
05.0291 HAWAIIAN CULTURE STUDIES* MODERN
05.'0900 AsEA AND ETHNIC STUDIES* OTHER
22.0100 LAW* OTHEK
22.0111 CRIMINAL LAW
22.0111 LAW FUNDAMENTALS
22.0111 OAKLIAMENT AND COURT PROCEDURES
22.0111 LEGAL RIGHTS
22.0121 CRIMINOLOGY AND JUSTICE
22.0121 MTH ANO THE LAW
22.0121 ON TRIAL
22.0121 LAW ANO YOU
22.0121 PRACTICAL LAW
22.0121 LAW ENFORCEMENT AND THE COURTS
22.0121 LAW AND JUVENILE JUSTICE
22.0121 EVERYDAY LAW
22.0i21 CIVIL LIBERTIES AND THE LAW
22.0131 STREET LAW
30.0700 WOMEN'S STUDIES* OTHER
30.0711 WOMEN IN AMERICAN SOCIETY
30.0711 WOMEN'S STUDIES
42.0100 PSYCHOLOGY, OTHER GENERAL
42.0111 PSYCHOLOGY
42.0111 BEHAVIORAL SCIENCES* INTRODUCTION
42.0111 HUMAN BEHAVIOR
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APPENDIX D-35

List of Courses Included in Each Subscale

SOC I AL SC I ENCE S , WraR RECO L AR

42.0112 PSYCHOLOGY. ADVANCED
42.0200 CLINICAL PSYCHOLOGY, OTHER
42.0300 COGNITIVE PSYCHOLOGY, OTHER
42.0311 PSYCHOLOGY OF LEARNING
42.0321 EDUCATIONAL PSYCHOLOGY
42.0400 CLMMUNITY PSYCHOLOGY, OTHER
42.0500 COMPARATIVE PSYCHOLOGY, OTHER
42.0600 COUNSELING PSYCHOLOGY, OTHER
42.0700 DEVELOPMENTAL PSYCHOLOGY. OTHER
42.0711 CHILD PSYCHOLOGY
42.0721 ADOLESCENT DEVELOPMENT
42.0721 ADOLESCENT PSYCHOLOGY
42.0731 ADJUSTMENT PSYCHOLOGY
42.0800 EXPERIMENTAL PSYCHOLOGY, OTHER
42.0900 INDUSTRIAL AND ORGANIZATIONAL PSYCHOLOGY, OTHER42.1000 PERSONALITY PSYCHOLOGY, OTHER
42.1011 HISTORICAL PERSONALITIES AND IDEAS
42.1021 HUMANISTIC PSYCHOLOGY
42.1100 PHYSIOLOGICAL PSYCHOLOGY. OTHER
42.1200 PSYCHOLINGOISTICS, OTHER
42.1300 PSYCHOMETRICS, OTHER
42.1400 PSYCHOPAARMACULOGY. OTHER
42.1411 PSYCHOPHARMACOLOGY
42.1500 QUANTITATIVE PSYCHOLOGY, OTHER
42.1600 SOCIAL PSYCHOLOGY, OTHER
42.1611 SOCIAL PSYCHOLOGY
42.9900 PSYCHOLOGY. OTHER
43.0100 CRIMINAL JUSTICE. OTHER
43.0111 LAW ENFORCEMENT
43.0111 POLICE SCIENCE
43.0121 FORENSIC STUDIES
43.0121 LAW SCIENCE
43.0200 FIRE PROTECTION, OTHER
43.0211 FIRE FIGHTING PRACTICES
43.0211 FIRE SCIENCE
43.0221 FIRE SAFETY EDUCATION
43.9900 PROTECTIVE SERVICES. OTHER
44.0100 PUBLIC AFFAIRS, OTHER GENERAL
44.0200 COMMUNITY SERVICES, OTHER
44.0300 INTERNATIONAL PUBLIC SERVICE, OTHER
44.0400 PUBLIC AUMINISTAATION, OTHER
44.0500 PUBLIC POLICY STUDIES. OTHER
44.0600 PUOLIC WORKS, OTHER
44.0700 SOCIAL WORK, OTHER
44.0711 HUMAN SERVICES
44.9900 PUBLIC AFFAIRS, OTHER
45.0100 SOCIAL SCIENCES. OTHER GENERAL
45.0111 SOCIAL STUDIES SKILLS
45.0111 SOCIAL SCIENCE, INTRODUCTION
45.0111 SOCIAL STUDIES, INTRODUCTION
45.0121 SOCIAL SCIENCE, ADVANCED THEORY AND RESEARCH45.0131 SOCIAL SCIENCE SEMINAR
45.0141 SOCIAL STUDIES. INDEPENDENT REALM*
45.0141 SOCIAL STUDIES, INDEPENDENT STUDY
45.0141 SOCIAL STUDIES. INDEPENDENT RESEARCH
46.0200 ANTHROPOLOGY, OTHER
45.0211 ANTHROPOLLIGM
45.0221 MULTICULTURAL EDUCATION
45.0221 CULTURAL PLURALISM
45.0221 COMPARATIVE CULTURAL PATTEkNS
45.0231 ANTHROPOLOGY, MYTH AND MAGIC
45.0241 CULTURAL ANTHROPOLOGY, RESEARCH
45.0300 ARCHAEOLOGY, OTHER
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APPENDIX D-36

List of Courses Included in Each Subscale

SOCIAL SCIENCES, OTHER REGULAR

45.0311 ARCHAEOLOGY
45.0400 CRIMINOLOGY, OTHER
43.0500 DEMOGRAPHY. EITHER
45.0511 UNITED STATES CENSUS

45.0511 POPULATION EDUCATION
45.0600 ECONOMICS. OTHER
45.0601 ECONOMICS
45.0601 ECONOMICS 1
45.0601 ECONOMICS. THEORY
45.0601 ECONOMICS. BASIC
45.0602 ECONOMICS 2
45.0602 ECONOMICS FOR TODAY AND THE FUTURE

45.0602 AMERICAN ECONOMY
45.0602 ECONOMICS ANO ECONOMIC PROBLEMS

45.0602 ECONOMICS NOW
45.0602 FREE ENTERPRISE
45.0602 COMPARATIVE ECONOMICS
45.0003 ICC404ICS AND THt CONSUMER
45.0603 CONSUMER AND THE ECONOMY
45.0603 CONSUMER ECONOMICS
45.0604 INCOME TAXES
45.0604 FILING YOUR INCOME TAXES
45.0605 INSURANCE THEORY
45.0606 INVESTMENT ECONOMICS
45.0607 TELEVISION ANO ECONOMICS
45.0610 ECONOMICS. ANALYSIS MO CRITICISM
45.0700 GEOOKAPHY. OTMER
45.0702 GEOGRAPHY. UNITED STATES
45.0703 GEOGRAPHY, NORTH AMERICAN
45.0704 GEOGRAPHY
45.0704 WORLO GEOGRAPHY
45.0704 CULTURAL AND PHYSICAL GEOGRAPHY
45.0705 GEOGRAPHY. WESTERN HEMISPHERE AND AFRICA

45.0106 GEOGAAPHY, EASTERN HEMISPHERE
45.0707 PHYiICAL GEOGRAPHY
45.0708 ECONOMIC GEOGRAPHY
45.0708 ECONOMIC ANO POLITICAL GEOGRAPHY
45.0709 MAN ANO HIS ENVIRONMENT
45.0709 HUMAN AND CULTURAL GEOGRAPHY
45.0900 INTtRNATIONAL RELATIONS. OTHER
45.0911 GLOBAL RELATIONS
45.0911 INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS
4S.0911 FOREIGN POLICY PROBLEMS
45.0921 INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS. HONORS
45.0931 INTERNATIONAL LAW
45.0941 MODEL SECURITY COUNCIL. LOCAL
45.0951 MOUtL UNITED NAT/ONS. LOCAL
45.0952 MODEL UNITED NATIONS, NATIONAL
45.1000 POLITICAL SCIENCE AND GOVERNMENT. OTHER

45.1001 COMMOITY CIVICS
45.1001 CIVICS
45.1002 STATE AND LOCAL GOVERNMENT
45.1003 GOVERNMENT, BASIC
45.1003 GOVERNMENT AND CONTEMPORARY AMERICAN PROBLEMS

45.1004 AMERICAN GOVERNMENT
45.1004 GUI/OMEN( AND DECISION MAKING
45.1004 PRACTICAL WVERNMENT
45.1004 UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT
45.1004 UNITED STATES HISTORY AND GOVERNMENT
45.1004 POLITICAL STUDIES
45.1004 FEDERAL GUVERNMENE
45.1004 GUVERNMENT
45.1005 PRESIDENCY
45.1005 CONSTITUTION AND PRESIOENCY
45.1005 PRESIDENTIAL ROLES
45.1006 CONSTITUTIONAL HISTORY
45.1006 RIGHTS AND RESPONSIBILITIES
45.1006 FRAMEWORK OF THE CONSTITUTION
45.1007 ,LIBERTY AND THE LAW
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APPENDIX D-37

List of Courses Included in Each Subscale

SOCIAL SCIENCES, OTHER REGULAR

45.1007 INDIVIDUAL VS. STATE
45.1008 AMERICAN POLITICAL BEHAVIOR
45.1008 GOVERNMENT AND POLITICS
45.1008 NATIONAL STATE AND LOCAL ELECTIONS
45.1000 YOUTH ANO LOCAL POLITICS
45.1008 POLITICAL ISSUES
45.1008 AMERICAN POLITICAL SYSTEMS
45.1008 AMERICAN POLITICS
45.1009 ELECTIONS, POLITICS AND MORALITY, HONORS
45.1010 CURRENT EVENTS
45.1010 MEDIA AND POLITICS
45.1010 CONTEMPORARY WORLD AFFAIRS
45.1010 CRITICAL ISSUES
45.1010 CURRENT AFFAIRS
45.1011 AMERICAN GOVERNMENT IN WORLD AFFAIRS
45.1011 UNIIED STATES AS A WORLD POWER
45.1011 AMERICAN FOREIGN POLICY
45.1012 DECISION MAKING IN A CRISIS
45.1012 IDEAS IN CONFLICT
45.1014 CITIZENSHIP
45.1014 CONTEMPORARY AMERICAN ISSUES
45.1014 CONTEMPORARY AMERICAN POLITICAL ISSUES
45.1014 CONTEMPORARY AMERICAN PROBLEMS
45.1014 AMERICAN PROBLEMS
45.1016 AMERICAN GOVERNMENT AND ECONOMICS. BASIC
45.1017 AMERICAN INSTITUTIONS
45.1017 AMERICAN WOVERNMENT AND ECONOMICS
45.1017 PRCSLEMS OF DEMOCRACY AND ECONOMICS
45.1017 PROBLEMS OF DEMOCRACY
45.1017 TODAY'S PROBLEMS
45.1019 COMPARATIVE POLITICAL SYSTEMS. BASIC
45.1020 COMPARATIVE WORLD GOVERNMENTS
45.1020 COMPARATIVE POLITICAL SYSTEMS
45.1021 AMERICANISM VS. COMMUNISM
45.1022 AMERICANISM VS. COMMUNISM. HONORS
45.1023 COMMUNISM AND ITS GROWTH
45.1025 WRITINGS INFLUENCING GOVERNMENT
45.1026 GOVERNMENT INTERNSHIP
45.1027 MODEL SENATE
45.1028 POLITICAL LEADERSHIP
45.1029 POLITICAL SCIENCE
45.1100 SOCIOLOGY. OTHER
45.1111 COMMUNITY ANO INTERGROUP RELATIONS
45.1111 SOCIAL PROBLEMS
45.1111 SOCIAL ISSUES
45.1111 AMERICAN SOCIAL PROBLEMS, INTROOUCTION
45.1121 SOCIOLOGY. GENERAL
45.1131 SOCIOLOGY, ISSUES
45.1141 MOBILITY IN SOCIETY
45.1151 VIOLENCE IN AMERICA
45.1161 DEATH AND DYING
45.1181 SOCIOLOGY, RESEAkCH
45.1200 URBAN STUDIES, OTHER
45.1211 CITY IN UNIIE0 STAIES HISTORY
45.1211 URBAN SOCIAL PROBLEMS
45.1211 URBAN STUDIES
45.1211 URBAN ENVIRONMENT AND PROBLEMS
45.1211 URBAN PROBLEMS
45.1211 URBAN SURVIVAL
45.1221 URBAN ECOLOGY
45.1231 TECHNOLOGY AND URBANIZATION
45.9900 SOCIAL SCIENCES, OTHER
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APPENDIX D-38

List of Courses Included in Each Subscale

SOCAAL STUDIES. ADVANLED PLACEMENT AND MONORS

45.0611 ECONOMICS. COLLEGE
45.0710 FIELD GEOGRAPHY, HONORS
45.0808 UNITED STATES HISTORY, STATE. ADVANCED PLACEMENT
45.0813 umfrED STATES HISTORY, HONORS
45.0814 AMERICAN HISTORY. COLLEGE
65.0814 AMERMAN HISTORY, ADVANCED PLACEMENT
45.0814 UNITED STATES HISTDAY, ADVANCED PLACEMENT
45.0841 WESTERN CIVILIZATION 9, HONORS
45.0841 WORLD CIVILIZATION 9, HONORS
45.0844 WESTERN CIVILIZATIUN. ADVANCED PLACEMENT
45.0844 WORLD HISTORY. ADVANCED
45.0850 ENGLISH HISTORY, HONORS
45.0851 FRENCH REVOLUTION, HOUORS
45.0855 EUROPEAN HISTORY, ADVANCED READINGS
45.0856 WESTERN CIVILIZATION, MGOEAN
45.0856 EUROPEAN HISTORY, MODERN, ADVANCED PLACEMENT
45.1013 POLITICAL iTUDIES. HONORS
45.1013 AMERICAN HERITAGE, HONORS
45.1015 CLINTEMPURARY AMERICAN POLITICAL ISSUES, MMUS
45.1015 AMERICAN PROBLEMS, RESEARCH
45.1018 AMERICAN WUVERNRENT AND ECONOMICS. HONORS
45.1024 EUROPEAN CIVICS
45.1024 CIVICS, HONORS
45.1030 POLITICAL SCIENCE. ADVANCED PLACEMENT
45.1171 SOCIULOGY, MCNORS
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APPENDIX D-39

List of Courses Included in Each Subscale

ENGLISH AS A SECOND LANGUAGE

16.0121 TESOL. BEGINNING
16.0121 ENGLISH AS A SECOND LANGUAGE 1
16.0122 TEM.. INTERMEOIATE
16.0122 ENGLISH AS A SECOND LANGUAGE 2
16.0123 TEM. ADVANCED
16.0123 ENGLISH AS A SECOND LANGUAGE 3
16.0124 ENGLISH AS A SECOND LANGUAGE. SKILLS LAB
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APPENDIX D-40

List of Courses Included in Each Subscale

FIRST YEAR FOREIGN LANGUAGE

16.0211 SWAHILI 1
16.0311 CANTONESE 1
16.0321 MANDARIN 1
16.0331 JAPANESE 1
16.0341 HAWAIIAN 1
16.0351 KOREAN 1
16.0421 RUSSIAN 1
16.0441 POLISH 1
16.0513 GERMAN 1

16.0513 GERMAN 9
16.0521 NORWEGIAN 1
16.0521 NURSE 1
16.0621 MOJERN GREEK 1

16.0903 FRENCH 9
16.0903 FRENCH 1

16.0913 ITALIAN 9
16.0913 ITALIAN 1

16.0920 LATIN 1

16.0920 LATIN 9
16.0920 LATIN GRAFFITI FOR ANYBODY
16.0926 PORTUGUESE 1
16.0933 SPANISH 9
16.0933 SPANISH 1

16.0933 SPANISH. BEGINNING
16.1111 HEBREW 1
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APPENDIX D-41

List of Courses Included in Each Subscale

SECOND YEAA FOREIGN LANGUAGE

16.0212 SWAHILI 2
16.0312 CANTUNESE 2
16.0322 MANDARIN 2
16.0332 JAPANESE 2
16.0422 RUSSIAN 2
16.0442 PULISH 2
16.0514 GERMAN 10
16.0514 GERMAN 2
16.0522 NURSE 2
16.0522 NUNWEGIAN 2
16.0904 FRENCH 10
16.0904 FRENCH 2
16.0914 ITALIAN 2
16.0914 ITALIAN 10
16.0921 LATIN 2
16.0921 LATIN 10
16.0927 PORTUGUESE 2
16.0934 SPANISH 2
16.0934 SPANISH 10
16.1112 HEBREW 2
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APPENDIX D-42

List of Courses Included in Each Subscale

THUD YEAR FUREIGN LANGUAGE

16.0313 CANTONESE 3
16.0333 JAPANESE 3
16.0343 HAkAIIAN 3
16.0423 RUSSIAN 3
16.0433 CZECH 3
16.0515 GERMAN 3
16.0515 GERMAN II
16.033 SWEDISH 3
16.0905 FRENCH 3
16.0905 FRENCH 11
16.0915 ITALtAN 11
16.0915 ITALIAN 3

16.0922 LATIN 11
16.0922 LATIN 3
16.0928 PORTUGUESE 3
16.0935 SPANISH 3

16.0935 SPANISH 11
16.0935 SPANISH, INTERMEDIATE
16.1113 HEBREW 3
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APPENDIX D-43

List of Courses Included in Each Subscale

FOURTH YEAR FOREIGN LANGUAGE

16.0334 JAPANESE 4
16.0424 RUSSIAN 4
16.0516 GERMAN 4
16.0516 GERMAN 12
16.0906 FRENCH 12
16.0906 FkENCH 4
16.0916 ITALIAN 6
16.0916 ITALIAN 12
16.0923 LATIN 4
16.0923 LATIN 12
16.0936 SPANISH 12
16.0936 SPANISH 4
16.1114 HkBME6 4
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APPENDIX D-44

List of Courses Included in Each Subscale

FIFTH VEAR/AP FOREIGN LANGUAGE

16.0517 GERMAN, ADVANCED PLACEMENT
15.0917 GkRMAN 9
1160907 FRENCH. ADVANCED PLACEMENT
16.0901 FRENCH 9

16.0911 ITALIAN 9
16.0917 ITALIAN, ADVANCED PLACEMENT
16.0924 LATIN, ADVANCED PLACEMENT
16,0924 LATIN $
16.0930 PuNTUGUESE S
10.0937 SPANISH, ADVANCED PLACEMENT
16.0937 SPANISH 9
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APPENDIX D-45

List of Courses Included in Each Subscale

OTHER LANGUAGE COURSES 1E.G. LANGUAGE FUR TRAVELERS/

16.0300 ASIATIC LANGUAGES, OTHER
16.0500 GERMANIC LANGUAGES, OTHER
16.0518 GERMAN, READING AND CONFERENCE
16.0518 GERMAN FIELO...8ASED EXPERIENCE
16.0519 FOREIGN LANGUAGE CONTRACT, GERMAN
16.0519 GERMAN, INDEPENDENT STUDY
16.0611 MUJERN GREEK FOR SURVIVAL
16.0900 ITALIC LANGUAGES. OTHER
16.0908 FRENLH FOR TRAVELERS
16.0908 FRENCH SEMINAR
16.0908 FRENCH FIELOBASED EXPERIENCE
16.0908 FRENCH READING AND CONFERENCE
16.0909 FOkEluN LANGUAUE CONTRACT, FRENCH
16.0910 FRENCH, CONVERSATIONAL
16.0925 FOREIGN LANGUAGE CONTRACT, LATIN
16.0938 SPANISH FIELO8ASE0 EXPERIENCE
16.0938 SPANISH SEMINAR
16.0939 FOREIGN LANGUAGE CONTRACT, SPANISH
16.0939 SPANISH, INDEPENDENT STUDY
16.0940 SPANISH FUR NATIVE SPEAKERS
16.0940 SPANISH FOR SPANISH SPEAKERS
16.0941 SPANISH FOR TRAVELERS
16.0942 SPANISH, J03 RELATED
16.0942 SPANISH, COMMERCIAL
16.9900 FOREIGN LANGUAGES. OTHER
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APPENDIX D-46

List of Courses Included in Each Subscale

COMPUTER LITERACY

07.0311 COMPUTERS IN BUSINESS
07.0311 BUSINESS COMPUTER CONCEPTS
11.0100 COMPUTER AND INFORMATION SCIENCES, OTHER GENERAL
11.0111 COMPUTER LITERACY
11.0111 COMPUTERS, INTRODUCTION
11.0111 COMPUTER APPRECIATION
11.9900 COMPUTER AND INFORMATION SCIENCES, OTHER
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APPENDIX D-47

List of Coursen Included in Each Subscale

COMPUTER PROGRAMMING

11.0141 COMPUTER SCIENCE. ADVANCED PLACEMENT
11.0200 COMPUTER PROGRAMMING, OTHER
11.0211 CCMPUTER PROGRAMMING 1
11.0212 COMPUTER PROGRAMMING 2
11.0221 FORTRAN, INTRODUCTION
11.0231 PASCAL. INTRODUCTION
11.0241 BASIC. INTRODUCTION
11.0251 COBOL. INTROOUCTION
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APPENDIX D-48

List of Courses Included in Each Subscale

DP C APPLICATION

07.0300 BUSINESS DATA PROCESSING AND RELATED PROGRAMS. OTHER
07.0321 BUSINESS DATA PROCESSING 1
07.0322 BUSINESS UATA PROCESSING 2
07.0331 BUSINESS COMPUTER PROGRAMMING
07.0311 BUSINESS COMPUTER APPLICATIONS
07.0332 BUSINESS COMPUTER PROGRAMMING 2
11.0121 C6MOUTER PROBLEM SOLVING
11.0121 MATHEMATICS AND COMPUTING
11.0121 COMPUTER MATHEMATICS 1
11.0122 COMPUTER MATHEMATICS 2
11.0131 COMPUTER APPLICATIONS
11.0132 COMPUTER APPLICATIONS, INDEPENDENT STUDY
11.0300 UATA PROCESSING. OTHER
11.0311 ELECTRO4IC DATA PROCESSING
11.0311 COMPUTER CONCEPTS
11.0311 OATA SYSTEMS 1
11.0311 DATA PROCESSING SYSTEMS AND PROCEDURES
11.0311 DATA PROCESSING
11.0311 DATA PROCESSING, INTRODUCTION
11.0312 DATA PROCESSING, INTERMEDIATE
11.0312 DATA PRuCESSING 2
11.0313 'DATA PROCESSING. ADVANCED



APPENDIX D-49

ENGLISH TOTAL

NUMBER OF COURSES PASSED AVERAGE GRADE IN COURSES ATTEMPTED

SAMPLE
N

------

WEIGHTED
N MEAN

----
S.D.

SAMPLE
N

-- --- -

WEIGHTED
N MEAN

----

.

S.O.
-------- ----

TOTAL 11080 2396103 3.89 1.0 11060 2391541 2.43 0.8
SEXs

MALE 5480 1163562 3.83 1.0 5471 1160649 2.22 0.8FEMALE 5600 1232541 3.94 0.9 5589 1230892 2.63 0.8
BASE YEAR SESs

LOW 2555 498104 3.86 1.0 2550 497212 2.19 0.8MIDDLE 5150 1198970 3.88 1.0 5142 1196804 2.42 0.8HIGH 2992 622296 3.93 0.9 2987 621791 2.70 0.8
RACE:

WHITE 7490 1894875 3.88 0.9 7481 1892034 2.51 0.8BLACK 1574 288245 3.99 1.0 1565 286726 2.03 0.8ASIAN-AMERICAN 263 28321 3.81 1.0 263 28321 2.77 0.8MEX.-AMER PUERTO RICAN 1118 103624 3.83 1.1 1116 103422 2.11 0.8OTHER HISPANIC 470 55116 3.99 1.0 470 55116 2.21 0.8AMER. INDIAN + OTHER 165 25921 3.97 0.9 165 25921 2.20 0.7
SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 8400 2141403 3.86 0.9 8380 2136840 2.41 0.8PRIVATE 625 69241 3.91 0.9 625 69241 2.56 o.sCATHOLIC 2055 185459 4.23 1.2 2055 185459 2.62 0.8
GEOGRAPHIC REGION:

NORTHEAST 2585 553057 4.04 0.8 2582 551781 2.42 0.8NORTH CENTRAL 3156 723587 3.70 1.1 3149 723295 2.48 0.8SOUTH 3329 753856 4.03 0.9 3321 750962 2.32 0.8WEST 2010 365603 3.74 1.0 2008 365502 2.58 0.8
FOLLOWUP CURRICULUM:

GENERAL 3426 778497 3.84 1.0 3423 777098 2.19 cueACADEMIC 5033 978591 4.02 0.9 5027 978018 2.82 0.7VOCATIONAL 2613 636726 3.76 1.0 2602 634136 2.13 0.7
COMMUNITY TYPE:

URBAN 2384 437681 3.94 1.0 2376 437229 2.29 0.8SUBURBAN 5744 1184767 3.91 1.0 5741 1183536 2.46 0.8RURAL 2952 773656 3.83 0.8 2943 770775 2.46 0.8
BASE YEAR TEST'SCORES:

LOW 2076 446554 3.87 1.1 2064 443371 1.89 0.7MIDDLE 5099 1121404 3.87 1.0 5094 1120364 2.32 0.7HIGH 3222 672418 3.94 0.9 3220 672230 3.02 0.7
GRADES:

MOSTLY A; HALF A AND 8 3624 768314 3.98 0.9 3613 766975 3.16 0.6MOSTLY B 2432 521857 3.90 1.0 2429 520663 2.54 0.6HALF B AND C 2854 616658 3.87 1.0 2851 615811 2.04 0.6MOSTLY C OR BELOW 2110 474062 3.76 1.0 2107 474880 1.65 0.5
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APPENDIX D-50

REMEDIAL ENGLISH

NUMBER OF COURSES PASSED AVERAGE GRADE IN COURSES ATTEMPTED.

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
MEAN S.O.

SAMPLE
N

WEIGHTED
N., MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 11080 2396103 0.19 0.6 1392 324545 2.30 1.0

SEX:
MALE 5480 1163562 0.22 0.7 781 181643 2.13 0.9FEMALE 5600 1232541 0.17 0.6 611 142902 2.52 1.0

BASE YEAR SES:
LOW 2555 498104 0.23 0.6 397 82306 2.14 0.9
MIDDLE 5150 1198970 0.19 0.6 669 161022 2.27 1.0
HIGH 2992 622296 0.15 0.5 248 63920 2.64 0.9

RACE:
WHITE 7490 1894875 0.19 0.6 882 245545 2.40 0.9
BLACK 1574 288245 0.22 0.6 209 44955 1.97 1.0
ASIAN-AMERICAN 263 28321 0.18 0.5 35 4378 2.46 1.3
NEX.-AMER 4. PUERTO RICAN 1118 103624 0.23 0.6 173 16633 1.97 0.9
OTHER HISPANIC 470 55116 0.25 0.7 66 8461 1.95 0.8
AMER. INDIAN + OTHER 165 25921 0.24 0.7 27 4573 2.20 0.8

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 8400 2141403 0.21 0.6 1232 310062 2.29 1.0
PRIVATE 625 69241 0.05 0.3 31 3876 1.80 1.1
CATHOLIC 2055 185459 0.07 0.4 129 10608 2.74 0.9

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 2585 553057 0.21 0.7 287 69543 2.24 0.9
NORTH CENTRAL 3156 723587 0.18 0.6 378 95484 2.36 1.0
SOUTH 3329 753856 0.17 0.6 369 97147 2.21 1.0
WEST 2010 365603 0.24 0.6 358 62371 2.43 1.0

FOLLOWUP CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 3426 778497 0.26 0.8 546 130990 2.17 0.9
ACADEMIC 5033 978591 0.12 0.5 402 85470 2.76 0.9
VOCATIONAL 2613 636726 0.22 0.6 442 107615 2.10 1.0

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 2384 437681 0.23 0.6 315 75365 2.06 1.0
SUBURBAN 5744 1184767 0.20 0.7 746 165199 2.36 1.0
RURAL 2952 773656 0.16 0.6 331 83982 2.39 0.9

BASE YEAR TEST SCORES:
LOW 2076 446554 0.33 0.7 450 98431 2.00 0.9
MIDDLE 5099 112(404 0.19 0.6 648 151145 2.27 0.9
HIGH 3222 672418 0.11 0.5 195 50251 3.04 0.8

GRADES:
MOSTLY A: HALF A ANO 8 3624 768314 0.14 0.6 275 68182 3.03 0.8
MOSTLY B 2432 521857 0.16 0.6 261 60940 2.50 0.8
HALF B AND C 2854 616658 0.20 0.6 408 89426 2.22 0.9
MOSTLY C OR BELOW 2110 476062 0.30 0.7 436 103615 1.79 0.9
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APPENDIX D-51

GENERAL ENGLISH

NUABER OF COURSES PASSED AVERAGE GRADE IN COURSES ATTEMPTED

SAMPLE
N

WEIGHTED
N MEAN

----
S.D.

-----

SAMPLE
N

------

---------------------------....
WEIGHTED

N
--------

MEAN S.D.-..---- --------

TOTAL 11080 2396103 2.31 1.4 9887 2126349 2.41 0.9

SEX:
MALE 5480 1163562 2.27 1.4 4877 1025827 2.19 0.9FEMALE 5600 1232541 2.35 1.4 5010 1100522 2.61 0.9

BASE YEAR SES:
LOW 2555 498104 2.56 1.4 2320 455101 2.16 0.8MIDDLE 5150 1198970 2.30 1.4 4609 1067119 2.41 0.9HIGH 2992 622296 2.16 1.4 2623 539485 2.68 0.9

RACE:
WHITE 7490 1894875 2.27 1.4 6660 1674039 2.49 0.9,BLACK 1574 288245 2.58 1.5 1395 258335 2.00 0.8ASIAN-AMERICAN 263 28321 2.03 1.3 222 24386 2.72 0.9MEX.-AMER PUERTO RICAN 1118 103624 2.49 1.4 1030 96143 2.05 0.8OTHER HISPANIC 470 55116 2.36 1.4 426 49309 2.24 0.9AMER. INDIAN * OTHER 165 25921 2.38 1.3 154 24138 2.23 0.8

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 8400 2141403 2.29 1.4 7445 1896036 2.39 0.9PRIVATE 625 69241 2.66 1.4 567 62986 2.52 0.8CATHOLIC 2055 185459 2.47 1.5 1875 167328 2.58 0.8

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 2585 553057 2.47 1.3 2395 503416 2.41 0.9NORTH CENTRAL 3156 723587 1.92 1.3 2696 622722 2.45 0.9SOUTH 3329 753856 2.86 1.4 3089 693847 2.29 0.9WEST 2010 365603 1.72 1.2 1707 306364 2.57 0.9

FOLLOWUP CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 3426 778497 2.34 1.4 3075 694347 2.17 0.9ACADEMIC 5033 978591 2.23 1.4 4439 854422 2.81 0.8VOCATIONAL 2613 636726 2.41 1.4 2366 575717 2.10 0.8

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 2384 437681 2.38 1.4 2!59 392057 2.28 0.9SUBURBAN 5744 1184767 2.16 1.4 5003 1026101 2.43 0.9RURAL 2952 773656 2.51 1.3 2725 708192 2.44 0.9

BASE YEAR TEST SCORES:
LOW 2076 446554 2.44 1.4 1829 394211 1.80 0.8MIDDLE 5099 1121404 2.39 1.4 4644 1017228 2.31 0.8HIGH 3222 672418 2.11 1.4 2800 575005 3.04 0.7

GRADES:
MOSTLY Ai HALF A AND 8 3624 768314 2.28 1.4 3196 670439 3.15 1.7MOSTLY 8 2432 521857 2.35 1.4 2197 465633 2.54 0.7HALF 0 AND C 2854 616658 2.38 1.4 2565 556504 2.00 0.7MOSTLYZ OR BELOW 2110 476062 2.24 1.4 1879 422927 1.64 0.6
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APPENDIX D-52

ADVANCED (HONORS AND ADVANCED PLACEMENTI ENGLISH

NUMBER OF COURSES PASSED AVERAGE GRADE IN COURI.ES ATTEMPTED

SAMPLE
N

------

WEIGHTED
N

--------
MEAN
----

S.D.
SAMPLE

N
------

WEIGHTED
N

--------
MEAN-- S.D.

TOTAL 11080 2396103 0.22 0.7 1423 317748 2.77 0.9

SEXs
MALE 5480 1163562 0.18 0.6 654 133062 2.58 0.9
FEMALE 5600 1232541 0.25 0.7 769 184686 2.91 0.9

BASE YEAR SES:
LOW 2555 498104 0.11 0.4 209 38573 2.37 1.1
MIDDLE 5150 1198970 0.21 0.7 617 149082 2.72 0.9
HIGH 2992 622296 0.33 0.8 574 126096 2.96 0.8

RACE:
WHITE 7490 1894875 0.24 0.7 1063 271235 2.83 0.9
BLACK 1574 288245 0.10 0.4 134 21201 2.14 1.1
AS1AN-AMERICAN 263 28321 0.40 0.9 65 6766 3.29 0.8
MEX.-AMER PUERTO RICAN 1118 103624 0.10 0.4 89 8122 2.45 1.1
OTHER HISPANIC 470 55116 0.26 0.7 61 8324 2.50 0.9
AMER. INDIAN OTHER 165 25921 0.08 0.3 11 2100 2.15 0.8

SCHOOL TYPEs
PUBLIC 8400 2141403 0.21 0.7 1060 277745 2.74 0.9
PRIVATE 625 69241 0.22 0.5 87 11540 3.03 0.6
CATHOLIC 2055 185459 0.27 0.7 276 28463 2.97 0.8

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 2585 553057 0.33 0.8 423 96950 2.77 0.9
NORTH CENTRAL 3156 723587 0.12 0.4 301 68300 2.87 0.9
SOUTH 3329 753856 0.21 0.7 394 87755 2.62 0.9
WEST 2010 365603 0.25 0.6 305 64743 2.87 0.9

FOLLOWUP CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 3426 778497 0.09 0.4 229 52234 2.28 1.0
ACADEMIC 5033 978591 0.40 0.9 1032 224603 2.96 0.8
VOCATIONAL 2613 636726 0.08 0.4 162 4091.0 2.38 0.9

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 2384 437681 0.22 0.7 304 60959 2.68 1.0
SUBURBAN 5744 1184767 0.25 0.7 826 177633 2.82 0.9
RURAL 2952 773656 0.17 0.6 293 79156 2.74 0.9

8ASE YEAR TEST SCORES:
LOW 2076 446554 0.03 0.2 57 13582 1.72 0.9
MIDDLE 5099 1121404 0.14 0.5 472 107501 2.42 0.9
HIGH 3222 672418 0.45 0.9 789 172417 3.09 0.8

GRADES:
MOSTLY A: HALF A AND 8 3624 768314 0.42 0.9 all 177777 3.24 0.7
MOSTLY 8 2432 521857 0.19 0.6 296 69730 2.49 0.7
HALF B AND C 2854 616658 0.11 0.4 208 48741 2.02 0.8
MOSTLY C uR BELOW 2110 476062 0.06 0.3 103 20571 1.48 0.6
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APPENDIX D-53

ENGLISH. SPECIAL TOPICS

NUMBER OF COURSES PASSED AVERAGE GRADE IN COURSES ATTEMPTED

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
MEAN S.D.

SAMPLE
N

WEIGHTED
N MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 11080 2396103 0.49 0.7 4835 1039044 2.45 1.0
SEX:

MALE 5480 1163562 0.48 0.7 2332 505298 2.27 1.0FEMALE 5600 1232541 0.50 0.7 2503 533746 2.63 1.0
BASE YEAR SES:

LOW 2555 498104 0.33 0.6 846 159648 2.12 1.0MIDDLE 5150 1198970 0.50 0.7 2311 528755 2.39 1.0HIGH 2992 622296 0.62 0.8 1537 320796 2.75 0.9
RACE:

WHITE 7490 1894875 0.53 0.7 3523 866916 2.53 1.0BLACK 1574 288245 0.33 0.6 547 91840 1.87 1.1ASIAN-..AMERICAN 263 28321 0.50 0.7 132 13330 2.86 0.9MEX...4MER PUERTO RICAN 1118 103624 0.31 0.6 340 32415 2.13 1.1OTHER HISPANIC 470 55116 0.42 0.7 216 21689 2.14 1.0AMER. INDIAN OTHER 165 25921 0.49 0.6 77 12853 1.97 0.9
SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 8400 2141403 0.46 0.7 3436 900309 2.42 1.0PRIVATE 625 69241 0.55 0.7 338 36870 2.65 0.9CATHOLIC 2055 185459 0.80 0.9 1061 101865 2.70 0.8

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 2585 553057 0.53 0.8 1096 220380 2.49 1.0NORTH CENTRAL 3156 723587 0.62 0.7 1807 413621 7.50 1.0SOUTH 3329 753856 0.29 0.6 819 192388 2.23 1.0WEST 2010 365603 0.57 0.7 1113 212655 2.52 1.0

FOLLOWUP CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 3426 778497 0.44 0.7 1462 334626 2.17 1.0ACADEMIC 5033 978591 0.60 0.8 2435 476817 2.85 0.9VOCATIONAL 2613 636726 0.39 0.7 937 227573 2.02 1.0

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 2384 437681 0.41 0.6 917 176716 2.25 1.0SUBURBAN 5744 1184767 0.56 0.8 2768 568712 2.49 1.0RURAL 2952 773656 0.43 0.7 1150 293616 2.50 1.0

BASE YEAR TEST SCORES:
,LOW 2076 446554 0.29 0.5 664 137108 1.71 0.9MIDDLE 5099 1121404 0.50 0.7 2262 504948 2.30 . 0.9HIGH 3222 672418 0.62 0.8 1629 340252 3.02 0.8

GRADES:
MOSTLY A: HALF A AND 8 3624 768314 0.52 0.8 1574 329503 3.23 0.7MOSTLY 8 2432 521857 0.53 0.8 1126 236133 2.58 0.8HALF B AND C 2854 616658 0.47 0.7 1239 267031 7.08 0.8MOSTLY C OR BELOW 2110 476062 0.43 0.6 875 201584 1.53 0.8



APPENDIX D-54

COMPOSITION. WRITING AND GRAMMAR

NUMBER OF COURSES PASSED

MEAN
----

S.D.

AVERAGE

SAMPLE
N

------

GRADE IN COURSES

WEIGHTED
N

- --

ATTEMPTED.

MEAN S.D.

SAMPLE
N

------

WEIGHTED
N

--------

TOTAL 11080 2396103 0.32 0.5 3777 865746

----

2.49

----.

1.0

SEX:
MALE 5480 1163562 0.32 0.5 1821 418336 2.28 1.0
FEMALE 5600 1232541 0.33 0.5 1956 447410 2.69 0.9

BASE YEAR SES:
LOW 2555 498104 0.23 0.5 705 129229 2.21 1.0
MIDDLE 5150 1198970 0.34 0.5 1822 453406 2.47 0.9
HIGH 2992 622296 0.37 0.5 1139 260231 2.72 0.9

RACE:
WHITE 7490 1894875 0.33 0.5 2668 712339 2.58 1.0
BLACK 1574 288245 0.28 0.5 466 84882 1.98 1.0
ASIAN-AMERICAN 263 28321 0.37 0.5 113 11508 2.72 1.0
MEX.-AMER PUERTO RICAN 1118 103624 0.27 0.5 327 30047 2.23 1.0
OTHER HISPANIC 470 55116 0.28 0.5 137 16440 2.08 0.9
AMER. INDIAN OTHER 165 25921 0.33 0.5 66 10530 2.10 0.9

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 8400 2141403 0.33 0.5 2944 777562 2.47 1.0
PRIVATE 625 69241 0.28 0.5 201 24980 2.67 0.7
CATHOLIC 2055 185459 0.29 0.5 632 63205 2.69 0.9

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 2585 553057 0.24 0.5 673 162038 2.54 1.0
NORTH CENTRAL 3156 723587 0.42 0.5 1468 349123 2.54 1.0
SOUTH 3329 753856 0.21 0.5 710 164775 2.79 1.0
WEST 2010 365603 0.52 0.6 926 189811 2.54 1.0

FOLLOWUP CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 3426 778497 0.32 0.5 1177 276583 2.18 0.9
ACADEMIC 5033 978591 0.37 0.5 1871 405639 2.85 0.9
VOCATIONAL 2613 636726 0.25 0.5 727 182775 2.17 1.0

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 2384 437681 0.32 0.6 744 149953 2.40 1.0
SUBURBAN 5744 1184767 0.37 0.6 2136 474272 2.51 1.0
RURAL 2952 773656 0.25 0.5 897 241521 2.50 1.0

BASE YEAR TEST SCORES:
LOW 2076 446554 0.23 0.5 561 118465 1.87 0.9
NIDOLE 5099 1121404 0.33 0.5 1769 410165 2.33 0.9
HIGH 3222 672*18 0.39 0.6 1245 287120 3.02 0.8

GRADES:
MOSTLY A; HALF A AND B 3624 768314 0.34 0.5 1233 286822 3..21 0.7
MOSTLY 8 2432 521857 0.34 0.5 860 197398 2.58 0.8
HALF B AND C 2854 616658 0.33 0.6 973 218682 2.11 0.8
MOSTLY C OR BELOW 2110 476062 0.28 0.5 694 158781 1.61 0.8
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APPENDIX D-55

ORAL ENGLISH. SPEAKING AND DEBATING

NUMBER OF COURSES PASSED AVERAGE GRADE IN COURSES ATTEMPTED

SAMPLE
N

------

WEIGHTED
N MEAN S.D.

SAMPLE
N

WEIGHTED
N MEAN

----
S.D.------ ---- ----

TOTAL .11080 2396103 0.15 0.3 2282 509362 2.68 1.0
SEX:

MALE 5480 1163562 0.15 0.4 1130 245117 2.48 1.1FEMALE 5600 1232541 0.15 0.3 1152 264245 2.88 0.9
BASE YEAR SES:

LOW 2555 498104 0.11 0.3 436 85036 2.38 1.1MIDDLE 5150 1198970 0.15 0.3 1057 256904 2.63 1.0HIGH 2992 622296 0.18 0.4 718 151157 2.98 0.9
RACE:

WHITE 7490 1894875 0.15 0.3 1622 416715 2.76 1.0BLACK 1574 288245 0.14 0.4 330 54857 2.26 1.1ASIAN-AMERICAN 263 28321 0.12 0.3 44 5324 2.65 1.1MEX.-AMER + PUERTO RICAN 1118 103624 0.11 0.3 178 18251 2.25 1.1OTHER HISPANIC 470 55116 0.13 0.4 74 8881 2.58 1.0AMER. INDIAN + OTHER 165 25921 0.16 0.3 34 5333 2.56 0.9
SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 8400 2141403 0.15 0.3 1673 451368 2.66 1.0PRIVATE 625 69241 0.08 0.2 113 8362 3.08 0.7CATHOLIC 2055 185459 0.19 0.4 496 49632 2.81 0.9
GEOGRAPHIC REGION:

NORTHEAST 2585 553057 0.07 0.2 269 57384 2.44 1.0NORTH CENTRAL 3156 723587 0.24 0.4 1070 256549 2.71 1.0SOUTH 3329 753856 0.11 0.3 497 101642 2.60 1.1WEST 2010 365603 0.17 0.3 446 93787 2.87 1.0
FOLLOWUP CURRICULUM:

GENERAL 3426 T78497 0.15 0.4 701 167241 2.47 1.0ACAOEMIC 5033 978591 0.16 0.3 1108 219206 3.04 0.9VOCATIONAL 2613 636726 0.12 0.3 470 121995 2.36 1.1
COMMUNITY TYPE:

URBAN 2384 437681 0.14 0.3 421 87402 2.52 1.1SUBURBAN 5744 118067 0.15 0.4 1239 253635 2.64 1.0RURAL 2952 773656 0.14 0.3 622 168325 2.83 1.0
BASE YEAR TEST SCORES:

LOW 2076 446554 0.13 0.3 381 81941 2.17 1.0MIDDLE 5099 1121404 0.15 0.3 1085 249600 2.60 1.0HIGH 3222 672418 0.16 0.3 687 146725 3.2C 0.8
GRADES:

MOSTLY A: HALF A AND II 3624 768314 0.15 0.4 683 155142 3.38 0.7MOSTLY B 2432 521857 0.16 0.4 523 117534 2.91 0.8HALF 8 AND C 2854 616658 0.14 0.3 606 129832 2.33 0.9MOSTLY C OR BELOW 2110 476062 0.14 0.3 455 104039 1.84 1.0
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APPENDIX D-56

REMEDIAL READING

NUMBER OF COURSES pASSED AVERAGE GRADE IN COURSES ATTEMPTED

SAMPLE
N

WEIGHTED
N MEAN S.D.

SAMPLE
N

------

WEIGHTED
N

.M.
MEAN S.D.
----- ---- ----

TOTAL 11080 2396103 0.11 0.4 1334 258515 2.45 1.0
SEX:

MALE 5480 1163562 0.13 0.4 723 143179 2.25 1.0FEMALE 5600 1232541 0.09 0.3 611 115335 2.69 1.0
BASE YEAR SES:

LOW 2555 498104 0.17 0.5 456 75293 2.43 0.9MIDDLE 5150 1198970 0.10 0.3 581 125962 2.46 1.0HIGH 2992 622296 0.05 0.2 198 39468 2.51 1.3
RACE:

WHITE 7490 1894875 0.08 0.3 665 162114 2.54 1.1BLACK 1574 288245 0.22 0.5 310 61023 2.21 1.0ASIAN-AMERICAN 263 28321 0.12 0.4 33 3017 3.38 0.7MEX.-AMER PUERTO RICAN 1118 103624 0.21 0.5 227 20781 2.44 1.0OTHER HISPANIC 470 55116 0.15 0.5 66 6899 2.19 0.9AMER. INDIAN OTHER 165 25921 0.21 0.5 33 4680 2.15 0.8
SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 8400 2141403 0.11 0.4 1063 241746 2.44 1.0PRIVATE 625 69241 0.03 0.1 31 4497 2.99 0.8CATHOLIC 2055 185459 0.07 0.3 240 12272 2.47 0.9
GEOGRAPHIC REGION:

NORTHEAST 2585 553057 0.11 0.4 319 ' 19 2.43 1.0NORTH CENTRAL 3156 723587 0.09 0.3 345 7e878 2.52 1.1SOUTH 3329 753856 0.10 0.3 315 73371 2.37 1.0WEST 2010 365603 0.17 0.5 355 53896 2.48 1.1

FOLLOWUP CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 3426 778497 0.13 0.4 sla 100604 2.21 1.0ACADEMIC 5033 978591 0.06 0.2 380 65564 2.85 1.0VOCATIONAL 2613 636726 0.15 0.5 433 91596 2.43 1.0

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 2384 437681 0.13 0.4 339 57888 2.42 1.1SUBURBAN 5744 1184767 0.11 0.4 758 138354 2.48 1.0RURAL 2952 773656 0.08 0.3 237 62272 2.41 0.9

BASE YEAR TEST SCORES:
LOW 2076 446554 0.27 0.6 536 103493 2.31 1.0MIDDLE 5099 1121404 0.07 0.3 525 96087 2.47 1.0HIGH 3222 672418 0.03 0.1 128 28254 3.07 1.0

GRADES:
MOSTLY A: HALF A AND 8 3624 768314 0.05 0.2 224 42854 3.16 0.9MOSTLY 8 2432 521857 0.07 0.3 228 43142 2.70 1.0HALF 8 AND C 2854 616658 0.14 0.4 434 83731 2.41 1.0MOSTLY C OR BELOW 2110 476062 0.19 0.5 433 85522 2.01 1.0
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APPENDIX D-57

OTHER READING E VOCABULARY

NUMBER OF COURSES PASSED AVERAGE GRADE IN COURSES ATTEMPTED

SAMPLE
N

------

WEIGHTED
N

--------
MEAN
----

S.D.
----

SAMPLE
N

------

WEIGHTED
N MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 11000 2396103 0.07 0.2 1057 238060 2.60 1.1
SEX:

MALE 5480 1163562 0.07 0.3 535 121402 2.34 1.1FEMALE 5600 1232541 0.06 0.2 522 117557 2.86 1.0
BASE YEAR SES:

LOW 2555 490104 0.07 0.3 225 43700 2.49 1.1MIDDLE 5150 1198970 0.07 0.2 505 123065 2.51 1.1HIGH 2992 622296 0.06 0.2 206 62923 2.89 1.0
RACE:

WHITE 7490 1894875 0.06 0.2 733 189881 2.70 1.0BLACK 1574 288245 0.08 0.3 152 28707 2.14 1.0ASIAN-AMERICAN 263 28321 0.08 0.3 22 2275 3.03 0.8MEX.-AMER PUERTO RICAN 1118 103624 0.08 0.3 106 11500 2.14 1.0OTHER HISPANIC 470 55116 0.09 0.4 36 5685 2.25 1.0AMER. INDIAN OTHER 165 25921 0.05 0.3 8 831 2.46 0.8
SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 8400 2141403 0.07 0.2 028 215215 2.58 1.1PRIVATE 625 69241 0.05 0.2 41 5185 2.94 0.8CATHOLIC 2055 185459 0.06 0.2 188 18559 2.69 0.9
GEOGRAPHIC REGION:

NORTHEAST 2585 553057 0.05 0.2 161 38997 2.51 0.9NORTH CENTRAL 3156 723587 0.09 0.2 470 103084 2.55 1.0SOUTH 3329 753856 0.05 0.3 197 53237 2.49 1.2WEST 2010 365603 0.08 0.2 229 42841 2.91 1.0
FOLLOWUP CURRICULUM:

GENERAL 3426 778497 0.08 0.3 387 92746 2.33 1.0ACADEMIC 5033 978591 0.06 0.2 448 92534 2.99 1.0VOCATIONAL 2613 636726 0.06 0.2 222 53679 2.37 1.0
COMMUNITY TYPE:

URBAN 2384 437681 0.07 0.3 200 47538 2.47 1.0SUBURBAN 5744 1184767 0.07 0.2 621 129409 2.65 1.1RURAL 2952 773656 0.05 0.2 228 62012 2.59 1.0
BASE YEAR TEST SCORES:

LOW 2076 446554 0.11 0.3 256 58335 2.14 1.0MIDDLE 5099 1121404 0.06 0.2 465 110283 2.59 1.0HIGH 3222 672418 0.05 0.2 266 56286 3.10 0.9
GRADES:

MOSTLY A: HALF A AND 8 3624 768314 0.05 0.2 272 61624 3.32 0.9MOSTLY 8 2 a2 521857 0.06 0.2 219 50775 2.77 0.9HALF B AND C 2854 616658 0.07 0.2 307 67493 2.35 1.0MOSTLY C OR BELOW 2110 476062 0.09 0.3 248 56236 1.98 0.9
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APPENDIX D-59

MATHEMATICS TOTAL

TOTAL

SINS
0161.1

FINALS

SASS YEAR SISS
LOW
NIOGLE
HIGH

RACI1
WHITE
SLACK
ASIANANERICAN
1111110AMER PUERTO RI
OTHER HISPANIC
AND. INDIAN OTHIA

SCHOOL TYPES
PUSLIC
PRIVATE
CATHOLIC

GIOGRAPHIC REGIONS
NORTNEAST
NORTN CENTRAL
SOUTH
WEST

POLLOWUP CURRICULUMS
GENERAL
ACADEMIC
VOCATIONAL

CGMMUNITY TYPES
URGAN
SUBURBAN
RURAL

SASE YEAR TEST SCORES:
LOW
11100CE
HIGH

SAADEIS
MOSTLY As HALF A ANO 8
MOSTLY 8
HALF 8 AND C
NOSILY C OR seLow

4

SAMNA

11080

3480
3600

2333
SISO
2992

7490
1374
263
1110
470
163

8400
623

2033

2583
3156
3329
2010

3426
3033
2613

2364
3744
2932

2076
3099
3222

3624
2432
2834
2110

NUMBER OP COURSES PASSED

WEIGHTED
MEAN

2396103 2.71

1163362 2.78
1232341 2.63

498104 2.37
1198970 2.67
622296 3.13

1894873 2.74
288243 2.63
20321 6.22
103624 2.43
33116 2.32
23921 2.38

2141403 2.64
69261 3.14
183439 3.40

333037 1.02
723387 2.58
733836 2.69
365603 2.56

770497 2.38
978391 3.33
636726 2.19

437681 2.72
1184767 2.84
773656 2.52

446334 2.19
1121404 2.36
672416 3.33

768314 3.18
321837 2.78
616638 2.48
476062 2.22

S.D.

1.1

1.1
1.1

1.0
1.1
1.1

1.1
1.0
1.1
1.1
1.1
1.0

1.1
1.1
1.2

LI
1.2
1.0
1.0

1.0
100
0.9

1.0
1.1
1.1

0.9
1.1
1.0

1.1
1.1
1.0
0.9

AVERAGE GRADE IN COURSES ATTEMPTED

SAMPLE

11034

3439
3373

2332
3136
2987

7470
1361
263
1108
469
163

8336
624

2034

2379
3144
3303
2006

3410
3025
2592

2370
5726
2938

2061
5080
3219

3608
2424
2843
2100

WEIGHTED

2387707

1159424
1228283

494264
1196403
621361

1889783
286397
28321
102154
33110
23742

2133167
69086

183453

331702
722418
748833
364753

773658
977496
632689

436218
1181190
770299

443883
1117396
671841

765868
320371
614709
473972

am.M.IMMEM ......

MEAN

2.22

2.11
2.33

2.10
2.20
2.41

2.29
1.86
2.60
2.06
1.97
1.90

2.21
2.28
2.36

2.22
2.26
2.17
2.27

2.04
2.30
2.02

2.07
2.24
2.28

1.82
2.10
2.73

2.91
2.20
1.86
1.62

S.D.

0.9

0.9
0.9

0.9
0.9
0.9

0.9
0.8
0.9
0.9
0.8
0.9

0.9
0.9
0.8

0.9
0.9
0.9
0.8

0.8
0.9
0.8

0.9
0.9
0.9

0.8
0.6
0.8

0.8
0.7
0.7
0.7
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APPENDIX D-60

MATHEMATICS BASIC SKILLS

SAMPLE
N

------

NUMBER OF COURSES PASSE')

WEIGHTED
N MEAN

---_---- ____
S.O.

AVERAGE GRAOE IN COURSES ATTEMPTED

SAMPLE
N

------

WEIGHTED
N MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 11080 2396103 0.16 0.4 1652

-----_

378807

----

2.14

-.
1.0

SEX:
MALE 5480 1163562 0.17 0.4 829 196015 2.06 1.0
FEMALE 5600 1232541 0.14 0.4 823 182793 2.22 1.0

BASE YEAR SES:
LOW 2555 498104 0.23 0.5 549 108652 2.05 1.0
MIDDLE 5150 1198970 0.15 0.4 755 187637 2.16 1.0
HIGH 2992 622296 0.09 0.3 244 60900 2.31 1.1

RACE:
WHITE 7490 1894875 0.13 0.4 913 247542 2.29 1.0
BLACK 1574 288245 0.31 0.6 380 86774 1.78 1.0
ASIAN-AMERICAN 263 28321 0.10 0.3 20 2848 2.56 0.0
MEX.-AWER PUERTO RICAN 1118 103624 0.24 0.5 240 23721 2.08 1.0
OTHER FIISPANIC 470 55116 0.24 0.5 67 12753 1.85 0.9
AMFR. INDIAN OTHER 165 25921 0.22 0.5 32 5168 1.68 1.0

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 8400 2141403 0.17 0.4 1452 359588 2.11 1.0
PRIVATE 625 69241 0.04 0.2 17 2705 2.80 1.0
CATHOLIC 2055 185459 0.07 0.2 183 16514 2.54 1.1

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 2585 553057 0.14 0.4 312 72690 2.10 1.1
NORTH CENTRAL 3156 723587 0.11 0.3 359 88956 2.16 1.1
SOUTH 3329 753856 0.20 0.5 550 143183 2.09 1.0
WEST 2010 365603 0.20 0.4 431 73978 2.24 1.0

FOLLOWUP CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 3426 778497 0.21 0.5 718 164943 2.03 1.0
ACADEMIC 5033 978591 0.07 0.3 365 68735 2.47 1.1
VOCATIONAL 2613 636726 0.23 0.5 566 144256 2.09 1.0

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 2384 437681 0.20 0.4 434 84427 2.01 1.0
SUBURBAN 5744 1184767 0.14 0.4 782 173280 2.15 1.1
RURAL 2952 773656 0.16 0.4 436 121100 2.21 1.0

BASE YEAR TEST SCORES:
LOW 2076 446554 0.36 0.6 667 149499 1.88 1.0
MIDOLE 5099 1121404 0.14 0.4 738 167140 2.24 1.0
HIGH 3222 672418 0.04 0.2 126 31603 3.00 0.9

GRADES:
MOSTLY Ai HALF A AND 8 3624 768314 0.08 0.3 254 58049 2.93 0.9
MOSTLY 8 2432 521857 0.11 0.3 257 58138 2.33 1.0
HALF 8 AND C 2854 616658 0.21 0.5 564 126830 2.08 1.0
MOSTLY C OK BELOW 2110 476062 0.27 0.5 558 132323 1.77 1.0
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APPENDIX D.41

PRE-ALGEBRA/PRE-GEOMETRY

NUMBER OF COURSES PASSED AVERAGE GRADE IN COURSES ATTEMPTED
SAMPLE WEIGHTED SAMPLE WEIGHTED

MEAN S.D. N N MEAN S.D.
--------

TOTAL 11080 2396103 0.16 0.4 1901 404411 2.11 1.1
SEX:

MALE 5480 1163562 0.16 0.4 918 194241 2.00 1.1FEMALE 5600 1232541 0.16 0.4 983 210170 2.21 1.1
BASE YEAR SES:

LOW 2555 498104 0.17 0.4 474 87683 1.99 1.1MIDDLE 5150 1198970 0.15 0.4 889 194123 2.03 1.1HIGH 2992 622296 0.17 0.4 452 105894 2.37 1.0
RACES

WHITE 7490 1894875 0.16 0.4 1106 295199 2.20 1.1BLACK 1574 288245 0.20 0.4 335 62104 1.84 1.2ASIAN-AMERICAN 263 28321 0.16 0.4 44 4948 2.75 1.0MEX.-AMER PUERTO RICAN 1118 103624 0.23 045 278 25620 1.89 1.1OTHER HISPANIC 470 55116 0.18 0.4 100 11382 1.84 1.1AMER. INDIAN OTHER 165 25921 0.15 0.4 38 5158 1.39 1.1
SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 8400 2141403 0.17 0.4 1554 370051 2.08 1.1PRIVATE 625 69241 0.14 0.4 55 9469 2.52 1.0CATHOLIC 2055 185459 0.14 0.4 292 24891 2.39 1.0
GEOGRAPHIC REGION:

NORTHEAST 2585 553057 0.12 0.3 324 64522 2.17 1.1NORTH CENTRAL 3156 723587 0.19 0.5 560 135608 2.12 1.0SOUTH 3329 753856 0.16 0.4 536 125399 2.03 1.1WEST 2010 365603 0.20 0.4 481 78883 2.16 1.1
FOLLOWUP CURRICULUM:

GFPERAL 3426 778497 0.20 0.5 710 151658 1.98 1.01 ADEMIC 5033 978591 0.13 0.4 684 134723 2.46 1.0VOCATIONAL 2613 636726 0.17 0.4 505 117637 1.89 1.1
COMMUNITY TYPE:

URBAN 2384 437681 0.17 0.4 434 79900 1.92 1.1SUBURBAN 5744 1184767 0.19 0.4 1077 229737 2.13 1.1RURAL 2952 773656 0.12 0.3 390 94774 2.23 1.1
BASE YEAR TEST SCORES:

LOW 2076 446554 0.15 0.4 392 75433 1.58 1.0MIDDLE 5099 1121404 0.19 0.4 1038 218953 2.11 1.0HIGH 3222 672418 0.11 0.3 316 73280 2.68 1.0
GRADES:

MOSTLY A: HALF A AND 8 3624 768314 0.10 0.3 384 80889 2.86 1.0MOSTLY 8 2432 521857 0.17 0.4 404 84501 2.31 1.0HALF 8 AND C 2854 616658 0.20 0.4 604 126123 1.90 1.0MOSTLY C OR BELOW 2110 476062 0.22 0.5 495 108623 1.64 0.9
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APPENDIX D-62

GENERAL MATH

NUMBER OF COURSES PASSED AVERAGE GRADE IN COURSES ATTEMPTEO

SAMPLE
N

WEIGHTED
N MEAN S.D.

SAMPLE
N

WEIGHTED
N MEAN

----
S.D.

TOTAL

------

11080

--------

23q;,103 0.47 0.7

-----

3889

--------

873021 2.25 1.0

SEXs
MALE 5480 1163562 0.52 0.8 2049 454786 2.15 1.0

FEMALE 5600 1232541 0.43 0.7 1840 418235 2.36 1.0

BASE YEAR SES:
LOW 2555 498104 0.69 0.8 1256 261988 2.20 1.0

MIDDLE 5150 1198970 0.45 0.7 1783 419190 2.24 1.0

HIGH 2992 622296 0.31 0.7 648 149660 2.42 1.1

RACE:
WHITE 7490 1894875 0.40 0.7 2226 604333 2.34 1.0

BLACK 1574 288245 0.85 0.9 836 173260 1.97 1.0

ASIAN-AMERICAN 263 28321 0.36 0.7 74 8294 2.50 1.1

MEX.-AMER + PUERTO RICAN 1118 103624 0.66 0.8 479 50162 2.18 1.1

OTHER HISPANIC 470 55116 0.53 0.8 180 21705 1.99 1.0

AMER. INDIAN + OTHER 165 25921 0.75 0.8 94 15268 2.16 1.1

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 8400 2141403 0.50 0.8 3290 821194 2.25 1.0

PRIVATE 625 69241 0.30 0.6 98 16544 1.95 1.0

CATHOLIC 2055 185459 0.27 0.6 501 35284 2.33 1.0

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 2585 553057 0.64 0.9 999 232494 2.21 1.0

NORTH CENTRAL 3156 723587 0.33 0.6 892 209999 2.31 1.0

SOUTH 3329 753856 0.56 0.8 1304 321379 2.22 1.0

WEST 2010 365603 0.33 0.6 694 109149 2.29 1.0

FOLLOWUP CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 3426 778497 0.55 0.8 1496 338562 2.13 1.0

ACADEMIC 5033 978591 0.32 0.7 1144 226516 2.56 1.0

VOCATIONAL 2613 636726 0.62 0.8 1266 307028 2.16 1.0

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 2384 437681 0.56 0.8 947 179612 2.10 1.0

SUBURBAN 5744 1184767 0.45 0.8 1870 407423 2.28 1.0

RURAL 2952 773656 0.46 0.7 1072 285986 2.29 1.0

BASE YEAR TEST SCORES:
LOW 4076 446554 0.92 0.9 1342 302356 1.94 0.9

MIDOLE 5099 1121404 0.42 0.7 1733 383684 2.34 1.0

HIGH 3222 672418 0.26 0.6 560 123901 2.82 1.0

GRADES:
MUSTLY Ai HALF A AND 8 3624 768314 0.33 0.7 806 182854 2.97 0.9

MOSTLY B 2432 521857 0.38 0.7 709 155027 2.39 1.0

HALF B ANO C 2854 616658 0.58 0.8 1234 271406 2.10 0.9

MOSTLY C OR BELOW 2110 476062 0.67 0.8 1110 256305 1.83 0.9
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APPENDIX D-58

VOCATIONAL ENGLISH

NUMBER OF COURSES PASSED AVERAGE GRADE IN COURSES ATTEMPTED

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
MIDOM

MEAN S.D.
SAMPLE

N
WEIGHTED

N MEAN S.D.--------

TOTAL 11080 2396103 0.03 0.2 498 115191 2.55 1.0
SEX:

MALE 5480 1163562 0.02 0.1 172 37391 2.39 1.4FEMALE 5600 1232541 0.05 0.2 326 77800 2.63 1.0
BASE YEAR SES:

LOW 2555 498104 0.05 0.2 149 32039 2.36 1.1MIDDLE 5150 1198970 0.03 0.2 243 58185 2.65 1.0HIGH 2992 622296 0.02 0.1 87 20215 2.76 0.9
RACE:

WHITE 7490 1894875 0.03 0.2 324 89234 2.67 1.0BLACK 1574 288245 0.04k 0.2 89 15474 1.91 1.0ASIAM-4MERICAN 263 28321 0.02 0.1 7 995 3.08 0.9MEX.-AMER PUERTO RICAN 1118 103624 0.03 0.1 40 4353 2.17 1.1OTHER HISPANIC 470 55116 0.04 0.2 28 3028 2.56 1.1AMER. INDIAN + OTHER 165 25921 0.04 0.1 10 2108 3.03 1.0
SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 8400 2141403 0.04 0.2 427 110135 2.55 1.0PRIVATE 625 69241 0.00 0.0 0CATHOLIC 2055 185459 0.01 .0.1 71 5056 2.72 0.9
GEOGRAPHIC REGION:

NORTHEAST 2585 553057 0.05 0.2 142 28107 2.52 0.9NORTH CENTRAL 3156 723387 0.03 0.1 168 38841 2.69 1.1SOUTH 3329 753856 0.03 0.2 124 34447 2.36 1.0WEST 2010 365603 0.02 0.1 64 13796 2.73 1.0
FOLLOWUP CURRICULUM:

GENERAL 3426 778497 0.03 0.1 161 34868 2.57 1.0ACADEMIC 5033 978591 0.02 0.1 135 28659 2.88 1.0VOCATIONAL 2613 636726 0.06 0.3 201 51340 2.37 1.0
COMMUNITY TYPE:

URBAN 2384 437681 0.04 0.2 114 22542 2.22 1.1SUBURBAN 5744 1184767 0.03 0.2 234 51131 2.47 1.0RURAL 2952 773656 0.04 0.2 150 41518 2.83 1.0
BASE TEAR TEST SCORES:

LOW 2076 446554 0.04 0.2 129 26432 1.97 0.9MIDDLE 5099 1121404 0.04 0.2 269 65139 2.61 1.0HIGH 3222 672418 0.02 0.1 80 19242 3.21 0.8
GRADES:

MOSTLY A: HALF A AND 8 3624 768314 0.03 0.2 136 31679 3.29 0.7MOSTLY 8 2432 521857 0.03 0.2 92 25318 2.75 0.9HALF B AND C 2854 616658 0.04 0.2 162 35248 2.22 0.9MOSTLY C OR BELOW 2110 476062 0.03 0.1 105 22735 1.83 1.0
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APPENDIX 0-63

VOCATIONAL MATH

NUNBER OF COURSES PASSED AVERAGE GRADE IN COURSES ATTEMPTED

SAMPLE
N

------

WEIGHTED
N

-------
MEAN
----

S.D.
SAMPLE

N
WEIGHTED

N MEAN
----

S.D.

TOTAL 11080 2396103 0.11 0.3 1122 303478 2.23 1.1

SEX:
MALE 5480 1163562 0.11 0.3 516 135073 2.07 1.1

FEMALE 5600 1232541 0.12 0.3 606 168405 2.36 1.1

BASE YEAR SES:
LOW 2555 498104 0.17 0.4 357 88960 2.06 1.0

MIDDLE 5150 1198970 0.12 0.3 562 160327 2.34 1.1

HIGH 2992 622296 0.06 0.2 160 44231 2.23 1.0

RACEs
WHITE 7490 1894875 0.11 0.3 767 236725 2.31 1.1

BLACK 1574 288245 0.11 0.3 180 39040 1.85 1.1

ASIAN-AMERICAN 263 28321 0.10 0.3 14 2679 2.09 1.0

MEX.-AMER PUERTO RICAN 1118 103624 0.08 0.3 95 10783 1.91 1.2

OTHER HISPANIC 470 55116 0.16 0.4 46 9780 2.33 0.9

AMER. INDIAN OTHER 165 25921 0.15 0.3 20 4471 1.88 1.0

SCHOOt TYPE:
PUBLIC 8400 2141403 0.12 0.3 1017 292879 2.22 1.1

PRIVATE 625 69241 0.03 0.2 16 2472 2.97 0.8

CATHOLIC 2055 185459 0.05 0.2 89 8128 2.46 0.9

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 2585 553057 0.14 0.4 299 74208 2.73 1.1

NORTH CENTRAL 3156 723587 0.10 0.3 275 81548 2.39 1.0

SOUTH 3329 753856 0.13 0.3 400 111022 2.13 1.1

WEST 2010 365603 0.08 0.3 148 36700 2.19 1.0

FOLLOWUP CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 3426 778497 0.13 0.4 429 116180 2.13 1.0

ACADEMIC 5033 978591 0.05 3.2 234 53679 2.47 1.1

VOCATIONAL 2613 636726 0.19 0.4 458 133296 2.73 1.1

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 2384 437681 0.09 0.3 216 45121 2.19 1.1

SUBURBAN 5744 1184767 0.10 0.3 460 129487 2.28 1.1

RURAL 2952 773656 0.15 0.4 446 128871 2.19 1.1

BASE YEAR TEST SCORES:
LOW 2076 446554 0.16 0.4 333 83565 1.81 1.0

MIDDLE 5099 1121404 0.14 0.4 604 170447 2.26 1.0

HIGH 3222 672418 0.04 0.2 120 30229 3.10 1.0

GRADES:
MOSTLY Al HALF A AND 8 3624 768314 0.07 0.3 217 57504 3.03 1.0

MOSTLY B 2432 521857 0.11 0.3 215 59675 2.50 0.9

HALF 8 AND C 2854 616658 0.15 0.4 380 102974 2.03 1.0

MOSTLY C OR BELOW 2110 476062 0.14 0.4 303 81519 1.74 1.0
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APPENDIX D-64

ALGEBRA I

NUMBER OF COURSES PASSED
AVERAGE GRADE IN COURSES ATTEMPTED

SAMPLE WEIGHTED

--------
MEAN S.D.

SAMPLE
N

WEIGHTED
N mEAN S.D.

TOTAL 11080 2396103 0.69 0.6 7459 1579771 2.25 1.1
SEXs

MALE 5480 1163562 0.67 0.6 3601 757625 2.12 1.1FEMALE 5600 1232541 0.70 0.6 3858 822146 2.37 1.1
BASE YEAR SESs

LOW 2555 498104 0.55 0.6 1464 264448 2.08 1.1MIDDLE 5150 1198970 0.71 0.6 3590 822275 2.23 1.1HIGH 2992 622296 0.79 0.6 2214 458716 2.41 1.0
RACE:

WHITE 7490 1894875 0.72 0.6 5236 1299916 2.31 1.1BLACK 1574 288245 0.55 0.6 953 155914 1.83 1.1ASIAN-AMERICAN 263 28321 0.69 0.6 169 18091 2.62 1.1MEX.-ANER PUERTO RICAN 1118 103624 0.63 0.7 703 59343 2.07 1.1OTHER HISPANIC 470 55116 0.62 0.6 307 31026 2.14 1.0AMER. INDIAN OTHER 165 25921 0.61 0.7 91 15481 1.85 1.2
SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 8400 2141403 0.66 0.6 5344 1371570 2.23 1.1PRIVATE 625 69241 0.86 0.6 444 53449 2.23 1.0CATHOLIC 2055 185459 0.90 0.5 1671 154752 2.44 1.0
GEOGRAPHIC REGION:

NORTHEAST 2585 55305' 0.62 0.6 1564 326800 2.26 1.1NORTH CENTRAL 3156 723'.J7 0.73 0.6 2258 508250 2.30 1.1SOUTH 3329 7%1856 0.69 0.6 2260 495726 2.20 1.1WEST 2010 365603 0.71 0.6 1377 248994 2.24 1.1
FOLLOWUP CURRICULUM:

GENERAL 3426 778497 0.63 0.6 2176 486277 1.98 1.1ACADEMIC 5033 978591 0.82 0.6 3833 745621 2.57 1.0VOCATIONAL 2613 636726 0.56 0.6 1448 347400 1.94 1.0
COMMUNITY TYPE:

URBAN 2384 437681 0.67 0.6 1529 283167 2.08 1.1SUBURBAN 5744 1184767 0.71 0.6 3940 787329 i.27 1.1RURAL 2952 773656 0.67 0.6 1990 509275 2.32 1.1
BASE YEAR TEST SCORES:

LOW 2076 446554 0.38 0.6 924 178332 1.67 1.1MIDDLE 5099 1121404 0.76 0.6 3726 807126 2.08 1.0HIGH 3222 672418 0.79 0.5 2383 503039 2.78 1.0
GRADES:

MOSTLY A: HALF A AND 8 3624 768314 0.75 0.5 2600 546400 . 96 0.9MOSTLY 8 2432 521857 0.78 0.6 1804 384608 2.23 1.0HALF B AND C 2854 616658 0.67 0.6 1867 393288 1.80 0.9MOSTLY C OR BELOW 2110 476062 0.5 0.6 1159 749046 1.46 0.9

616



APPENDIX D-65

GEOMETRY

NUMBER OF COURSES PASSED AVERAGE GRAOE IN COURSES ATTEMPTED

SAMPLE
N

------

WEIGHTED
N

--------
MEAN
----

S.D.
----

-a.

SAMPLE
N

------

WEIGHTED
N MEAN

----
S.D.

--

TOTAL 11080 2396103 0.46 0.5 5680 1139783 2.38 1.1

SEX:
MALE 5480 1163562 0.46 0.5 2809 5.1757 2.33 1.1

FEMALE 5600 1232541 0.46 0.5 2871 586027 2.42 1.1

BASE YEAR SES:
LOW 25d) 498104 0.25 0.5 811 131472 2.15 1.1

MIDDLE 5150 1198970 0.46 0.5 2639 575856 2.34 1.1

HIGH 2992 622296 0.65 0.5 2107 414063 2.50 1.0

RACE:
WHITE 7490 1894875 0.50 0.5 4177 978464 2.42 1.1

BLACK 1574 288245 0.28 0.5 638 86762 1.95 1.1

ASIAN-AMERICAN 263 28321 0.64 0.6 172 17333 7.80 1.0

MEX.-AMER + PUERTO RICAN 1118 103624 0.28 0.5 401 31211 7.11 1.2

OTHER HISPANIC 470 55116 0.32 0.5 247 19520 2.07 1.1

AMER. INDIAN OTHER 165 25921 0.25 0.4 45 6493 2.09 1.0

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 8400 2141403 0.43 0.5 3679 949936 2.36 1.1

PRIVATE 625 69241 0.68 0.5 465 47087 2.45 1.0

CATHOLIC 2055 185459 0.79 0.5 1536 142760 2.42 1.0

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 2585 553057 0.48 0.5 1398 268802 2.34 1.1

NORTA CENTRAL 3156 723587 0.51 0.5 1765 378727 2.45 1.0

SOUTH 3329 753856 0.39 0.5 1527 308374 2.29 1.1

WEST 2010 365603 0.47 0.5 990 183880 2.41 1.1

FOLLOWUP CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 3426 778497 0.32 0.5 1240 265797 2.15 1.1

ACAOEMIC 5033 978591 0.73 0.5 3783 718220 2.56 1.0

VOCATIONAL 2613 636726 0.22 0.4 655 155668 1.93 1.1

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 2384 437681 0.45 0.5 1198 202410 2.21 1.1

SUBURBAN 5744 1184767 0.51 0.5 3221 615709 2.37 1.1

RURAL 2952 773656 0.40 0.5 1261 321664 2.48 1.1

BASE YEAR TEST SCORES:
LOW 2076 446554 0.11 0.3 329 53470 1.79 1.0

MIDDLE 5099 1121404 0.43 0.5 2565 515760 2.02 1.0

HIGH 3222 672418 0.76 0.5 2461 506015 2.82 1.0

GRADES:
MOSTLY A: HALF A ANO B 362: 768314 0.67 0.5 2478 508502 7.97 0.9

MOSTLY B 2432 521857 0.55 0.5 1434 287180 2.23 0.9

HALF B AND C 2854 616658 0.34 0.5 1172 277097 1.71 0.9

MOSTLY C OR BELOW 2110 476062 0.20 0.4 581 114405 1.42 0.9

617



----------------------------
SAMPLE

N
------

APPENDIX D-66 ,64

ADVANCED MATH

NUMBER OF COURSES PASSED-----
WEIGHTED

N MEAN S.D.--------

AVERAGE GRADE IN COURSES ATTEMPTED.

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
N N MEAN 50.------ -------- ..---

TOTAL 11080 2396103 0.65 0.9 5298 1048192 2.37 1.1SEXs
MALE 5480 1163562 0.69 0.9 2752 523900 2.23 1.1
FEMALE 5600 1232541 0.62 0.9 2546 524292 2.50 1.0

BASE YEAR SES:
LOW 2555 498104 0.31 0.6 735 122521 2.21 1.1MIDDLE 5150 1198970 0.62 0.9 2374 517846 2.32 1.0HIGH 2992 622296 1.05 1.0 2092 394030 2.49 1.0RACES
WHITE 7490 1894875 0.72 0.9 3888 895971 2.42 1.0BLACK 1574 288245 0.33 0.6 576 82478 1.92 1.1ASIAN-AMERICAN 263 28321 1.17 1.1 190 19131 2.61 1.1MEX.-AMER PUERTO RICAN 1118 103624 0.32 0.7 370 26069 2.08 1.1OTHER HISPANIC 470 55116 0.47 0.8 231 19116 2.00 1.1AMER. INDIAN OTHER 165 25921 0.25 0.6 43 5426 1.81 1.3SCHOOL TYPES
PUBLIC 8400 2141403 0.59 0.9 3409 874509 2.36 1.1PRIVATE 625 69241 1.10 1.1 501 43221 2.44 0.9CATHOLIC 2055 185459 1.18 1.0 1388 130462 2.40 1.0

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 2585 553057 0.89 1.0 1481 296975 2.36 1.0NORTH CENTRAL 3156 723587 0.61 0.9 1434 301235 2.45 1.0SOUTH 3329 753856 0.56 0.8 1560 304354 2.25 1.1WEST 2010 365603 0.58 0.9 823 145628 2.42 1.0

FOLLOWUP CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 3426 778497 0.33 0.6 1029 210971 2.19 1.1ACADEMIC 5033 978591 1.21 1.0 3769 717205 2.49 1.0VOCATIONAL 2613 636726 0.19 0.5 499 119612 1.94 1.0

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 2384 437681 0.59 0.8 1108 186536 2.18 1.1SUBURBAN 5744 1184767 0.74 1.0 3033 566544 2.34 1.0RURAL 2952 773656 0.56 0.9 1157 295112 2.53 1.1

BASE YEAR TEST SCORES:
LOW 2076 446554 0.11 0.3 308 57092 1.67 1.0MIDDLE 5099 1121404 0.47 0.7 2130 421744 2.10 1.0HIGH 3222 672418 1.36 1.1 2580 515535 2.68 1.0

GRADES:
MOSTLY LI HALF A AND 8 3624 768314 1.19 1.1 2551 518267 2.94 0.9MOSTLY 8 2432 521857 0.68 0.8 1308 256288 2.09 0.8HALF 8 AND C 2854 616658 0.35 0.6 958 184652 1.64 0.9MOSTLY C OR BELOW 2110 476062 0.18 0.5 470 87396 1.33 0.9

618



APPENDIX D-668

SCIENCES TOTAL

NUMBER OF COURSES PASSED AVERAGE GRADE IN COURSES ATTEMPTED

S.D.
.......e.

SAMPLE
N

.......

WEIGHTED
N

...
MEAN S.D.

SAMPLE
N

WEIGHTED
N MEAN

TOTAL

s; X:

11080 2396103 2.22 1.2

..

10835

-.-
2339364

.-......e.

2.32 0.9

MALE 5480 1163562 2.28 1.2 5365 1136025 2.21 0.9

FEMALE 5600 1232541 2.15 1.1 5470 1203339 2.42 0.9

BASE YEAR SES:
LOW 2555 498104 1.87 1.0 2473 481515 2.10 0.9

MIDDLE 5150 1198970 2.17 1.2 5032 1168534 2.31 0.9

HIGH 2992 622296 2.63 1.3 2958 614916 2.55 0.9

RACE:
WHITE 7490 1894875 2.28 La 7330 1850290 2.40 0.9

BLACK 1574 288245 1.96 1.0 1535 281550 1.94 0.9

ASIANAMERICAN 263 28321 2.59 1.4 259 28028 2.63 0.9

MEX.-AMER * PUERTO RICAN 1118 103624 1.88 1.0 1093 101270 2.01 0.9

OTHER HISPANIC 470 55116 1.93 1.0 461 53097 2.11 0.9

AMER. INDIAN * OTHER 165 25921 2.05 1.1 157 25130 1.90 0.9

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 8400 2141403 2.17 1.2 8176 2087251 2.30 0.9

PRIVATE 625 69241 2.67 1.1 622 68172 2.41 0.8

CATHOLIC 2055 185459 2.56 1.2 2037 183941 2.42 0.8

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 2585 553057 2.63 1e3 2529 541828 2.29 0.9

NORTH CENTRAL 3156 723587 2.10 1.2 3071 701919 2.35 0.9

SOUTH 3329 753856 2.20 1.0 3280 740783 2.25 0.9

WEST 2010 365603 1.86 1.1 1955 354834 2.43 0.9

FOLLOWUP CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 3426 778497 1.88 1.0 3330 753897 2.09 0.9

ACADEMIC 5033 978591 2.86 1.2 4998 971651 2.66 0.8

VOCATIONAL 2613 636726 1.64 0.8 2500 611953 2.04 0.9

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 2384 437681 2.18 1.2 2341 430593 2.17 0.9

SUBURBAN 5744 1184767 2.26 1.2 5608 1152890 2.34 0.9

RURAL 2952 773656 2.18 1.1 2886 755882 2.36 0.9

BASE YEAR TEST SCORES:
LOW 2076 446554 1.63 0.8 1984 426767 1.76 0.8

MIDDLE 5099 1121404 2.06 1.1 4987 1094360 2.22 0.8

HIGH 3222 672418 2.92 1.3 3206 668452 2.88 0.8

GRADES:
MOSTLY A: HALF A AND B 3624 768314 2.73 1.3 3572 757681 3.06 0.7

MOSTLY 8 2432 521857 2.30 1.2 2386 511215 2.35 0.7

HALF 8 AND C 2854 616658 1.94 1.0 2782 602205 1.94 0.7

ROSILY C OR BELOW 2110 476062 1.68 0.9 2038 455765 1.56 0.7

619



APPENDIX D-67

GENERAL SCIENCE

NUMBER OF COURSES PASSED AVERAGE GRAOE IN COURSES ATTEMPTED

SAMPLE
N

WEIGHTED
N MEAN

----
S.D.

SAMPLE
NJ. WEIGHTED

N.1 MEAN S.D.
FIN,----

TOTAL 11080 2396103 0.29 0.5 3081 702786 2.35

SEX:
MALE 5480 1163562 0.31 0.5 1589 360304 2.23 1.0FEMALE 5600 1232541 0.27 0.5 1492 342482 2.48 1.1

BASE YEAR SES: .

LOW 2555 498104 0.38 0.5 903 186401 2.15 1.0MIDDLE
HIGH

5150
2992

1198970
622296

0.28
0.24

0.5
0.4

1401
628

340190
146920

2.36
2.67

1.0
1.0

RACE:
WHETE 7490 1894875 0.29 0.5 1967 537318 2.45 1.0BLACK 1574 288245 0.35 0.5 552 103268 1.94 1.1ASIAN-AMERICAN 263 28321 0.23 0.5 64 6321 2.89 1.0MEX.-AMER 4. PUERTO RICAN 1118 103624 0.27 0.5 308 29465 2.00 1.1OTHER HISPANIC 470 55116 0.29 0.5 124 16181 2.06 1.1AMER. INDIAN 4. OTHER 165 25921 0.40 0.5 66 10233 2.15 1.1

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 8400 2141403 0.31 0.5 2649 659563 2.34 1.1PRIVATE 625 69241 0.27 0.4 114 17791 2.31 0.9CATHOLIC 2055 185459 0.15 0.4 318 25431 2.52 0.9

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NuRTHEAST 2585 553057 0.32 0.5 777 170429 2.30 1.1NORTH CENTRAL 3156 723587 0.28 0.5 864 205243 2.35 1.0SOUTH 3329 753856 0.31 0.5 890 233911 2.27 1.1WEST 2010 365603 0.24 0.4 550 93203 2.64 1.0

FOLLOWUP CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 3426 778497 0.32 0.5 1090 255039 2.16 1.0ACADEMIC 5033 978591 0.23 0.4 1077 220539 2.84 1.0VOCATIONAL 2613 636726 0.35 0.5 909 226157 2.09 1.0

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 2384 437681 0.30 0.5 634 131478 2.20 1.0SUBURBAN 5744 1184767 0.27 0.5 1502 320903 2.39 1.0RURAL 2952 773656 0.32 0.5 945 250405 2.37 1.1

BASE YEAR TEST SCORES:
LOW 2076 446554 0.37 0.5 780 170823 1.76 1.0MIDOLE 5099 1121404 0.31 0.5 1451 340550 2.39 1.0HIGH 3222 672418 0.22 0.4 670 147931 3.04 0.9

GRADES:
MOSTLY A: HALF A AND 8 3624 768314 0.26 0.5 842 191989 3.15 0.9MOSTLY B 2432 521857 0.28 0.5 646 144110 2.49 0.9HALF 8 ANO C 2854 616658 0.32 0.5 866 198153 2.08 0.9MOSTLY C OR BELOW 2110 476062 0.33 0.5 703 163746 1.63 0.9

620



APPENDIX D-68

PHYSICAL SCIENCE

NUMBER OF COURSES PASSED

SAMPLE
N

------

WEIGHTEO
N

--------
MEAN
----

S.D.

OTAL 11080 2396103 0.46 0.6

EX:
MALE 5480 1163562 0.48 0.6
FEMALE 5600 1232541 0.44 0.5

ASE YEAR SES:
LOW 2555 498104 0.44 0.6
MIDDLE 5150 1198970 0.47 0.6
HIGH 2992 622296 0.46 0.5

ACE:
WHITE 7490 1894875 0.46 0.6
BLACK 1574 288245 0.45 0.6
ASIAN-AMERICAN 263 28321 0.29 0.5

NEX..ANER PUERTO RICAN 1118 103624 0.48 0.6

OTHER HISPANIC 470 55116 0.39 0.5

AMER. INDIAN OTHER 165 25921 0.44 0.5

CHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 8400 2141413 0.46 0.6

PRIVATE 625 69241 0.60 0.5

CATHOLIC 2055 185459 0.42 0.5

EOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 2585 553057 0.57 0.6

NORTH CENTRAL 3156 723587 0.35 0.5

SOUTH 3329 753856 0.54 0.6
WEST 2010 365603 0.33 0.5

FOLLUWUP CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 3426 778497 0.47 0.6
ACADEMIC 5033 978591 0.46 0.6
VOCATIONAL 2613 636726 0.44 0.6

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 2384 437681 0.47 0.6
SUBURBAN 5744 1184767 0.44 0.6
RURAL 2952 773656 0.48 0.5

BASE YEAR TEST SCORES:
LOW 2076 446554 0.45 0.6
RIDDLE 5099 1121404 0.46 0.6
HIGH 3222 672418 0.45 0.5

GRADES:
MOSTLY A: HALF A AND 8 3624 768314 0.45 0.5
MOSTLY B 2432 521857 0.46 0.5
HALF 8 AND C 2854 616658 0.46 0.6
MOSTLY C OR BELOW 2110 476062 0.45 0.6

AVERAGE GRAOE IN COURSES ATTEMPTED

SAMPLE
N

------

4873

2546
2327

1139
2260
1307

3349
655
76

550
187
56

3665
326
882

1313
1129
1722
709

1557
2186
1126

1170
2366
1337

923
2283
1351

1547
1062
1266

6 2 r7

WEIGHTED
N MEAN

----
S.D.
----

1095935 2.41 1.0

558214 2.35 1.0
537721 2.47 1.0

219238 2.14 1.0
553179 2.41 1.0
289474 2.62 1.0

872408 2.50 1.0
129652 1.97 1.0

8852 2.74 1.0
51686 2.08 1.1
22226 2.34 1.1
11110 1.72 0.9

975571 2.39 1.0
41774 2.62 0.9
78589 2.53 1.0

296077 2.42 1.0
268577 2.44 1.0
393590 2.34 1.0
137690 2.53 1.1

367333 2.17 1.0
446119 2.81 0.9
281116 2.09 0.9

203327 2.28 1.1
522701 2.43 1.0
369906 2.45 1.0

203880 1.80 0.9
508801 2.33 1.0
302138 3.00 0.9

342640 3.11 0.8
241447 2.50 0.9
283433 2.07 0.9
220377 1.68 0.9



APPENDIX D-69

FUNCTIONAL BIOLOGY

NUMBER OF COURSES PASSED
AVERAGE GRADE IN COURSES ATTEMPTED

SAMPLE
N

------

WEIGHTED
N MEAN S.D.

SAMPLE
N

WEIGHTEO
N MEAN S.O.awa

TOTAL 11080 2396103 0.24 0.4 2766 584644 2.38 1.1
SEX:

MALE 5480 1163562 0.22 0.4 1262 273626 2.20 1.1FEMALE 5600 1232541 0.25 0.4 1504 311018 2.47 1.1
BASE YEAR SES:

LOW 2555 498104 0.19 0.4 586 99741 2.21 1.0MIDDLE 5150 1198970 0.23 0.4 1300 293897 2.34 1.1HIGH 2992 622296 0.27 0.5 779 168310 2.60 1.0
RACE:

WHITE 7490 1894875 0.24 0.4 1821 459684 2.46 1.0BLACK 1574 288245 0.20 0.4 360 65178 2.04 1.1ASIAN-AMERICAN 263 28321 0.33 0.5 87 9421 2.66 1.0MEX.-AMER + PUERTO RICAN 1118 103624 0.26 0.5 340 29490 2.02 1.1OTHER HISPANIC 470 55116 0.27 0.5 117 14274 2.23 1.2AMER. INDIAN + OTHER 165 25921 0.22 0.4 41 6597 1.79 1.0
SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 8400 2141403 0.22 0.4 1981 496390 2.34 1.1PRIVATE 625 69241 0.25 0.4 95 17883 2.59 1.0CATHOLIC 2055 185459 0.40 0.5 690 70371 2.61 0.9
GEOGRAPHIC REGION:

NORTHEAST 2585 553057 0.28 0.5 701 151008 2.29 1.0NORTH CENTRAL 3156 723587 0.21 0.4 662 153660 2.40 1.0SOUTH 3329 753856 0.22 0.4 746 172711 2.41 1.1WEST 2010 365603 0.27 0.4 657 107265 2.42 1.1
FOLLOWUP CURRICULUM:

GENERAL 3426 778497 0.22 0.4 851 182253 2.09 1.0ACADEMIC 5033 978591 0.28 0.5 1349 264535 2.71 1.0VOCATIONAL 2613 636726 0.20 0.4 563 137434 2.13 1.0
COMMUNITY TYPE:

URBAN 2384 437681 0.22 0.4 550 104198 2.27 1.1SUBURBAN 5744 1184767 0.26 0.5 1574 326416 2.37 1.1RURAL 2952 773656 0.20 0.4 642 154031 2.47 1.0
BASE YEAR TEST SCORES:

LOW 2076 446554 0.22 0.4 519 107208 1.78 1.0MIDDLE 5099 1121404 0.23 0.4 1296 272843 2.29 1.0HIGH 3222 672418 0.26 0.5 791 171781 2.92 0.9
GRADES:

MOSTLY A: HALF A ANO 8 3624 768314 0.24 0.4 887 185648 3.18 0.8MOSTLY B 2432 521857 0.25 0.4 614 130366 2.41 0.8HALF 8 ANO C 2854 616658 0.22 0.4 687 142809 1.98 0.9MOSTLY C OR BELOW 2110 476062 0.23 0.4 559 123401 1.62 1.0

622



APPENDIX D-70

BIOLOGY I

NUMBER OF COURSES PASSED AVERAGE GRADE IN COURSES ATTEMPTED

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
MEAN S.D.

111.
SAMPLE

N
WEIGHTED

N MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 11080 2396103 0.54 0.5 6159 1300789 2.36 1.1

SEX:
MALE 5480 1163562 0.53 0.5 3048 623075 2.22 1.1

FEMALE 5600 1232541 0.55 0.5 3111 677714 2.49 1.1

BASE YEAR SES:
LOW 2555 498104 0.52 0.5 1354 263162 2.12 1.1

MIDDLE 5150 1198970 0.54 0.6 2823 646734 2.35 1.1

HIGH 2992 622296 0.57 0.5 1799 357718 2.60 1.0

RACE:
WHITE 7490 1894875 0.54 0.5 4176 1026535 2.44 1.1
BLACK 1574 288245 0.53 0.5 902 163472 1.96 1.1

ASIAN-AMERICAN 263 28321 0.49 0.5 130 13956 2.87 1.0

MEX.-AMER PUERTO RICAN 1118 103624 0.52 0.6 588 53954 2.09 1.1

OTHER HISPANIC 470 55116 0.53 0.5 269 29010 2.04 1.0

AMER. INDIAN OTHER 165 25921 0.53 0.6 94 13862 2.19 1.1

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 8400 2141403 0.54 0.5 4531 1155929 2.35 1.1

PRIVATE 625 69241 0.64 0.5 474 45242 2.43 1.0

CATHULIC 2055 185459 0.54 0.5 1154 99618 2.42 1.0

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 2585 553057 0.51 0.5 1388 280670 2.37 1.0

NORTH CENTRAL 3156 723587 0.54 0.6 1746 388166 2.43 1.1

SOUTH 3329 753856 0.59 0.5 2126 453588 2.25 1.1

WEST 2010 365603 0.48 0.5 899 178364 2.48 1.1

FOLLOWUP CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 3426 77P497 0.51 0.6 1797 402296 2.10 1.1

ACADEMIC 5033 978591 0.61 0.5 3076 590504 2.74 1.0
VOCATIONAL 2613 636726 0.46 0.5 1283 306946 1.98 1.0

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 2384 437681 0.55 0.5 1437 248477 2.19 1.1

SUBURBAN 5744 1184767 0.52 0.6 3064 605395 2.39 1.1

RURAL 2952 773656 0.57 0.5 1658 446917 2.42 1.1

BASE YEAR TEST SCORES:
LOW 2076 446554 0.42 0.5 967 199785 1.71 1.0
MIDDLE 5099 1121404 0.55 0.6 2824 615530 2.17 1:0
HIGH 3222 672418 0.61 0.5 1989 398750 3.02 0.9

GRADES:
MOSTLY A1 HALF A AND 8 3624 768314 0.62 0.5 2197 464635 3.12 0.9
MOSTLY B 2432 521857 0.55 0.5 1389 286062 2.39 0.9
HALF 8 AND C 2854 616658 0.52 0.5 1531 321342 1.86 0.9
MOSTLY C OR BELOW 2110 476062 0.44 0.5 1020 223082 1.47 0.8

623



TOTAL

AGM
MALI
FEMALE

BASE YEAR SESs
LON
RIDDLE
HIGH

:RACES
WHITE
SLACK
ASIANAMERICAN
MEXeAMER PUERTO RICAN
OTHER HISPANIC
AM. INDIAN OTHER

,

SCHOOL TYPES
PUBLIC
PRIVATE
CATHOLIC

IGGEGRAPHIC REGIONS
:1 NORTHEAST
;.. NORTH CENTRAL
A, SOUTH
i: NEST
1.

41OLLONUP CURRICULUM:
GENERAL
ACADEMIC
VOCATIONAL

CAMHUNITY TYPES
'URBAN
SUBURBAN
RURAL

BASE VEAR TEST SCORES:
LOW
MIDDLE
HIGH

AMISS
MOSTLY A: HALF A AND 8

, MOSTLY A
'. HALF 8 ANO C

MOSTLY C DR BELOW

APPENDIX D-7I

ADVANCED BIOLOGY

NUMBER OF COURSES PASSED
AVERAGE GRADE IN COURSES ATTEMPTEDM.1111.O.MMiMM....10

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
MEAN
GIOMalS

0.17

0.15
0.19

0.10
0.16
0.23

0.17
0.13
0.24
OAS
0.14
0.18

0.16
0.17
0.21

0.20
0:16
0.15
0.14

0.11
0.28
0.07

0.16
0.18
0.15

0.011

0.14
0.27

0.19
0.23

0.13
0.09

S.D.
410M.0

0.4

0.4
0.4

0.3
0.4
0.5

0.4
0.4
0.4
0.3
0.4
0.4

0.4
0.4
0.4

0.5
0.4
0.4
0.3

0.3
0.5
0.2

0.4
0.4
0.4

0.3
0.4
0.5

0.5
0.5
0.4
0.3

11080

5480
5600

2555
5150
2992

7490
1574
263

1110
470
165

8400
625

2055

2505
3156
3329
2010

3426
5033
2613

2384
5744
29S2

2076
5099
3222

3624
2432
2854
2110

2396103

1163562
1232541

498104
1198970
622296

1894875
288248
28321

103624
55116
25921

2141403
69241
185459

333037
723587
753856
365603

778497
978591
636726

437681
1184767
773656

446554
1121404
6/2416

768314
521857
616658
476062

624

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
N N MEAN S.D.011.M .. m

1949 420009 2.61 1.0

879 183793 2.47 1.1
1070 236216 2.72 1.0

318 56597 2.36 1.1
889 206948 2.52 1.1
697 147599 2.84 1.0

1397 346208 2.70 1.0
224 42486 2.10 1.0
65 7332 2.80 1.1

152 10669 2.10 1.1
86 8511 2.43 1.0
25 4803 2.15 1.1

1391 360743 2.62 1.1
127 14678 2.67 0.9
431 44589 2.51 0.9

447 100095 1.0
609

2.56
2.75 1.0

556
136936

1.1
337

121175 2.42
1.061803 2.76

467 2.31 1.1
2::::33 1.02.82
55505 1.01::92 2.20

394 1.172358 2.37
1.01090

465
223562 2.59

1.02.79124089

222 1.0
823 1/::::

1.89
1.0

782 0.9174537 3.0:

3.26781 173228 0.8
474 0.8
426

10023.. 2.60
0.9

56783
88452

260 I::: 0.9



APPENDIX 0-72

FUNCTIONAL CHEMISTRY

NUMBER OF COURSES PASSED

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 11080 2396103 0.07 0.2

SEXs
MALE 5480 1163562 0.07 0.3
FEMALE 5600 1232541 0.06 0.2

BASE YEAR SESs
LOW 2555 498104 0.03 0.2
MIDDLE 5150 1198970 0.07 0.3
HIGH 2992 622296 0.09 0.3

RACE:
WHITE 7490 1894875 0.07 0.3

BLACK 1574 288245 0.04 0.2

ASIAN-AMERICAN 263 28321 0.14 0.3
MEX.-AMER PUERTO RICAN 1118 103624 0.04 0.2
OTHER HISPANIC 470 55116 0.04 0.2

AMER. INDIAN OTHER 165 25921 0.03 0.2

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 8400 2141403 0.06 0.2
PRIVATE 625 69241 0.05 0.2
CATHOLIC 2055 185459 0.13 0.3

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 2585 553057 0.10 0.3

NORTH CENTRAL 3156 723587 0.07 0.3

SOUTH 3329 753856 0.04 0.2

WEST 2010 365603 0.05 0.2

FOLLOWUP CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 3426 778497 0.04 0.2

ACADEMIC 5033 978591 0.12 0.3
VOCATIONAL 2613 636726 0.02 0.1

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 2384 437681 0.04 0.2
SUBURBAN 5744 1184767 0.08 0.3

RURAL 2952 773656 0.06 0.2

BASE YEAR TEST SCORES:
LOW 2076 446554 0.02 0.1

MIDDLE 5099 1121404 0.06 0.2
HIGH 3222 672418 0.11 0.3

GRADES:
MOSTLY AS HALF A AND B 3624 768314 0.10 0.3

MOSTLY 8 2432 521857 0.08 0.3
HALF 8 AND C 2854 616658 0.05 0.2

MOSTLY C OR BELOW 2110 476062 0.03 0.2

AVERAGE GRADE IN COURSES ATTEMPTED

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
N N MEAN S.D.

6°'4r()

822 171183 2.42 1.0

412 85952 2.37 1.0
410 85231 2.48 1.1

111 18667 2.34 1.1
388 86402 2.40 1.0
303 61197 2.46 1.0

603 144918 2.43 1.0
93 14484 2.32 1.1
34 4146 2.64 1.0
46 4548 2.27 1.2
36 2342 2.34 1.0
10 746 2.50 0.7

513 142284 2.42 1.0
38 3764 2.26 1.0

271 25136 2.48 1.0

298 59513 2.24 1.1
244 56320 2.67 0.9
162 34915 2.39 1.0
118 20435 2.34 1.0

180 36807 2.22 1.0
573 118610 2.53 1.0
69 15766 2.13 0.9

142 19836 2.14 1.0
516 102917 2.39 1.0
164 48429 2.62 0.9

61 11436 1.92 1.1
348 75464 2.21 1.0
373 77460 2.71 1.0

371 75209 3.02 0.8
195 42931 2.23 0.9
178 37807 1.85 0.9

74 14419 1.40 0.7



APPENDIX D-73

CHEMISTRY I

SAMPLE
N

NUMBER OF COURSES

WEIGHTED
N

PASSED

MEAN
----

S.D.
----

'AVERAGE GRAOE IN COURSES ATTEMPTED

SAMPLE
N

------

WEIGHTED
N

--------
MEAN
----

S.D.
----

TOTAL 11080 2396103 0.25 0.5 3093 616706 2.50 1.1
SEX:

MALE 5480 1163562 0.26 0.5 1585 308621 2.43 1.1FEMALE 5600 1232541 0.25 0.5 1508 308085 2.57 1.0
BASE YEAR SES:

LOW 2555 498104 0.13 0.3 429 71318 2.30 1.1MIDDLE 5150 1198970 0.23 0.4 1320 286093 2.42 1.1HIGH 2992 622296 0.40 0.5 1283 249606 2.64 1.0'
RACE:

WHITE 7490 1894875 0.27 0.5 2221 523484 2.57 1.0BLACK 1574 288245 0.16 0.4 358 51704 2.03 1.1ASIAN-AMERICAN 263 28321 0.41 0.5 124 11435 2.70 1.0MEX.-AMER * PUERTO RICAN 1118 103624 0.14 0.3 233 16545 1.99 1.2OTHER HISPANIC 470 55116 0.15 0.4 133 8890 2.14 1.1AMER. INDIAN * OTHER 165 25921 0.17 0.4 24 4648 1.67 1.2
.SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 0400 2141403 0.24 0.4 2071 521703 2.49 1.1PRIVATE 625 69241 0.34 0.5 288 24828 2.59 1.0CATHOLIC 2055 185459 0.38 0.5 734 70175 2.53 0.9
GEOGRAPHIC REGION:

NORTHEAST 2585 553057 0.32 0.5 834 173923 2.50 1.1NORTH CENTRAL 3156 723587 0.26 0.5 863 184514 2.58 1.0SOUTH 3329 753856 0.22 0.4 957 179879 2.44 1.1WEST 2010 3C,5603 0.20 0.4 439 78390 2.44 1.0 .

FOLLOWUP CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 3426 778497 0.13 0.4 510 111083 2.24 1.2ACADEMIC 5033 978591 0.47 0.5 2381 458411 2.62 1.0VOCATIONAL 2613 636726 0.06 0.2 202 47213 1.92 1.1

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 2384 437681 0.23 0.4 670 107542 2.31 1.1SUBURBAN 5744 1184767 0.27 0.5 1677 325595 2.49 1.0RURAL 2952 773656 0.23 0.4 746 183570 2.62 1.1

BASE YEAR TEST SCORES:
LOw 2076 446554 0.05 0.2 142 24916 1.81 1.0MIDDLE 5099 1121404 0.19 0.4 1165 222634 2.14 1.0 .HIGH 3222 672418 0.51 0.5 1616 338115 2.81 1.0 ,

GRADES:
IfMOSTLY A: HALF A AND B 3624 768314 0.44 0.5 1590 326915 3.06 0.8MOSTLY 8 2432 521857 0.28 0.5 764 151266 2.14 0.9HALF 8 AND C 2854 616658 0.14 0.3 509 93297 1.72 0.9MOSTLY C OR BELOW 2110 476062 0.07 0.2 223 44251 1.21 0.8 ;

7

626



APPENDIX D-74

CHEMISTRY ADVANCED

NUMBER OF COURSES PASSED

SAMPLE

41/
WEIGHTED

MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 11080 2396103 0.04 0.2

SEX:
RALE 5480 1163562 0.04 0.2
FEMALE 5600 1232541 0.04 0.2

BASE YEAR SES:
LOW 2555 498104 0.01 0.1

MIDDLE 5150 1198970 0.03 0.2
HIGH 2992 622296 0.08 0.3

RACE:
WHITE 7490 1894875 0.04 0.2
BLACK 1574 280245 0.02 0.1
ASIAN-AMERICAN 263 28321 0.07 0.3
MEX.-AMER PUERTO RICAN 1118 103624 0.01 0.1
OTHER HISPANIC 470 55116 0.03 0.2
AMER. INDIAN + OTHER 165 25921 0.02 0.1

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 8400 2141403 0.04 0.2
PRIVATE 625 69241 0.07 0.2
CATHOLIC 2055 185459 0.06 0.3

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 2585 553057 0.07 0.3
NORTH CENTRAL 3156 723587 0.04 0.2
SOUTH 3329 753856 0.02 0.1

WEST 2010 365603 0.03 0.2

FOLLONUP CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 3426 778497 0.01 0.1
ACAOEMIC 5033 978591 0.08 0.3
VOCATIONAL 2613 636726 0.01 0.1

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 2384 437681 0.05 0.3
SUBURBAN 5744 1184767 0.04 0.2
RURAL 2952 773656 0.02 0.2

BASE YEAR TEST SCORES:
LOW 2076 446554 0.01 0.1
MIDDLE 5099 1121404 0.02 0.1

HIGH 3222 672418 0.09 0.3

GRADES:
, MOSTLY At HALF A AND 0 3624 768314 0.08 0.3
. MOSTLY 8 2432 521857 0.04 0.2

HALF 8 ANC? C 2854 616658 0.02 0.2
MOSTLY C OR BELOW 2110 476062 0.01 0.1

44-

AVERAGE GRADE IN COURSES ATTEMPTED

SAMPLE
N

WEIGHTED
N MEAN S.D.mm

472 96452 2.80 1.0

283 54755 2.64 1.1
189 41697 3.00 0.9

44 7169 2.74 0.9
182 39540 2.65 1.1
240 49025 2.92 1.0

357 83033 2.85 1.0
39 6604 2.20 1.1
24 2218 2.90 0.9
19 1579 2.04 1.0
26 2004 2.79 1.2
7 1013 3.07 0.7

301 78363 2.82 1.0
67 5926 2.88 1.0
104 12163 2.63 0.9

182 41567 2.82 1.1
126 26949 3.01 1.0
115 18222 2.69 1.0
49 9714 2.33 1.0

56 10122 2.36 1.1
402 83020 2.88 1.0
14 3310 2.00 1.2

111 21668 2.46 1.1
272 54402 2.86 1.0
89 20381 2.98 1.0

10 2451 2.96 0.7
110 23761 2.51 1.1
301 62287 2.95 1.0

297 58516 3.21 0.8
95 21903 2.44 1.0
55 10614 1.81 1.0
24 5405 1.68 1.1



APPENDIX D-75

FUNCTIONAL PHYSICS

NUMBER OF COURSES PASSED

SAMPLE
N

------

WEIGHTED
N MEAN S.O.

TOTAL 11080 2396103 0.03 0.2

SEX:
MALE 5480 1163562 0.04 0.2
FEMALE 5600 1232541 0.02 0.1

BASE YEAR SES:
LOW 2555 498104 0.01 0.1
MIDDLE 5150 1198970 0.03 0.2
HIGH 2992 622296 0.05 0.2

RACE:
WHITE 7490 1894875 0.04 0.2
BLACK 1574 288245 0.01 0.1
ASIAN-AMERICAN 263 28321 0.06 0.2
MEX.-AMER PUERTO RICAN 1118 103624 0.01 0.1
OTHER HISPANIC 470 55116 0.01 0.1
AMER. INDIAN + OTHER 165 25921 0.00 0.0

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 8400 2141403 0.03 0.2
PRIVATE 625 69241 0.02 0.1
CATHOLIC 2055 185459 0.05 0.2

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 2585 553057 0.04 0.2
NORTH CENTRAL 3156 723587 0.05 0.2
SOUTH 3329 753856 0.02 0.1
WEST 2010 365603 0.02 0.1

FOLLOWUP CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 3426 778497 0.02 0.1
ACADEMIC 5033 978591 0.06 0.2
VOCATIONAL 2613 636726 0.01 0.1

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 2384 437681 0.02 0.1
SUBURBAN 5744 1184767 0.04 0.2
RURAL 2952 773656 0.03 0.2

BASE YEAR TEST SCORES:
LOW 2076 446554 0.00 0.1
MIODLE 5099 1121404 0.02 0.2
HIGH 3222 672418 0.06 0.2

GRADES:
MOSTLY A: HALF A AND B 3624 768314 0.05 0.2
MOSTLY B 2432 521857 0.03 0.2
HALF B AND C 2854 616658 0.02 0.1
MOSTLY C OR BELOW 2110 476062 0.01 0.1

628

AVERAGE GRADE IN COURSES ATTEMPTED

SAMPLE WEIGHTEO
N N MEAN S.D._-

1.0

1.0
0.9

399 78024 2.69

269 50841 2.6?
130 27183 2.81

37 5615 2.36
171 38949 2.65
185 33025 2.81

324 71513 2.71
28 3223 2.38
22 2102 2.89
14 815 1.74
9 345 2.45
2 26 2.89

264 68006 2.71
41 1255 2.49
94 8764 2.58

97 19793 2.45
179 35010 2.76
69 14581 2.90
54 8640 2.59

61 14290 2.27
309 58757 2.84
29 4976 2.15

65 8349 2.13
249 44562 2.63
85 25112 2.98

13 2621 2.47
132 28083 2.35
239 43945 2.91

205 41652 3.18
97 17597 2.33
70 13283 2.18
27 5492 1.32

1.0
1.0
0.9

1.0
1.1
0.8
0.6
0.6
0.3

1.0
1.3
0.9

1.0
0.9
0.9
1.3

1.1
6.9
0.9

1.2
1.0
0.7

1.0
1.0
0.9

0.8
0.8
0.9
0.6



APPENDIX D-76

PHYSICS I

NUMBER OF COURSES PASSED AVERAGE GRADE IN COURSES ATTEMPTED

SAMPLE
N

- -- - --

WEIGHTED
N MEAN

----
S.O.

SAMPLE
N

WEIGHTED
N

--------
MEAN
----

S.D.
-- - ---------

TOTAL 11080 2396103 0.12 0.3 1450 291687 2.70 1.0

SEX:
MALE 5480 1163562 0.16 0.4 947 185963 2.63 1.1
FEMALE 5600 1232541 0.08 0.3 503 105724 2.83 1.0

BASE YEAR SES:
LOW 2555 498104 0.04 0.2 152 24698 2.45 1.2
MIDDLE 5150 1198970 0.10 0.3 585 127912 2.61 1.1
HIGH 2992 622296 0.22 0.4 689 134755 2.83 1.0

RACE:
WHITE 7490 1894875 0.13 0.4 1103 256130 2.74 1.0
BLACK 1574 288245 0.05 0.2 136 16774 2.42 1.0
ASIAN-AMERICAN 263 28321 0.28 0.5 73 7452 2.73 1.1
MEX.-AMER 4. PUERTO RICAN 1118 103624 0.05 0.2 74 5318 2.53 1.2
OTHER HISPANIC 470 55116 0.07 0.3 54 4161 2.47 1.0
AMER. INDIAN OTHER 165 25921 0.06 0.2 LO 1851 1.61 1.2

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 8400 2141403 0.11 0.3 917 242603 2.73 1.0
PRIVATE 625 69241 0.23 0.4 195 16425 2.58 1.0
CATHOLIC .2055 185459 0.18 0.4 338 32659 2.61 1.0

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 2585 553057 0.20 0.4 525 107568 2.60 1.0
NORTH CENTRAL 3156 723587 0.12 0.3 374 84046 2.81 1.0
SOUTH 3329 753856 0.07 0.3 343 59735 2.66 1.1
WEST 2010 365603 0.10 0.3 208 40337 2.84 1.1

FOLLOWUP CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 3426 778497 0.04 0.2 161 36404 2.45 1.2
ACADEMIC 5033 978591 0.25 0.4 1228 241347 2.79 1.0
VOCATIONAL 2613 636726 0.02 0.1 60 13532 2.01 1.0

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 2384 437681 0.12 0.3 329 54570 2.49 1.1
SUBURBAN 5744 1184767 0.13 0.4 798 158048 2.68 1.0
RURAL 2952 773656 0.10 0.3 323 79069 2.90 1.0

BASE YEAR TEST SCORES:
LOW 2076 446554 0.01 0.1 34 6691 1.97 1.0
MIDDLE 5099 1121404 0.07 0.3 390 77160 2.38 1.0
HIGH 3222 672418 0.29 0.5 946 193098 2.90 1.0

GRADES:
MOSTLY A: HALF A AND 8 3624 768314 0.24 0.4 889 177635 3.13 0.8
MOSTLY 8 2432 521857 0.12 0.3 306 62591 2.12 0.9
HALF 8 AND C 2854 616658 0.05 0.2 178 34396 1.84 0.9
MUSTLY C OR BELOW 2110 476062 0.03 0.2 75 16771 1.38 1.0

629



APPENDIX D-77

PHYSICS ADVANCED

NUMBER OF COURSES PASSED

SAMPLE
N

------

WEIGHTED
N MEAN

----
S.D.
------------

TOTAL 11080 2396103 0.01 0.1

SEXs
MALE 5480 1163562 0.02 . 0.1FEMALE 5600 1232541 0.01 0.1

BASE YEAR SES:
LOW 2555 498104 0.01 0.1MIODLE 5150 1198970 0.01 0.1HIGH 2992 622296 0.03 0.2

RACE:
WHITE 7490 1894875 0.02 0.1BLACK 1574 288245 0.01 0.1
ASIAN-AMERICAN 263 28321 0.05 0.2MEX.-AMER PUERTO RICAN 1118 103624 0.01 0.1
OTHER HISPANIC 470 55116 0.01 0.1
AMER. INDIAN OTHER 165 25921 0.00 0.0

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 8400 2141403 0.01 0.1PRIVATE 625 69241 0.03 0.2
CATHOLIC 2055 185459 0.02 0.1

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 2585 553057 0.03 0.2
NORTH CENTRAL 3156 723587 0.01 0.1
SOUTH 3329 753856 0.01 0.1
WEST 2010 365603 0.01 0.1

FOLLOWUP CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 3426 778497 0.01 0.1
ACADEMIC 5033 978591 0.03 0.2
VOCATIONAL 2613 636726 0.00 0.0

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 2384 437681 0.02 0.1
SUBURBAN 5744 1184767 0.02 0.1
RURAL 2952 773656 0.01 0.1

BASE YEAR TEST SCORES:
LOW 2076 446554 0.00 0.0
MIDDLE 5099 1121404 0.00 0.1
HIGH 3222 672418 0.04 0.2

GRADES:
MOSTLY AS HALF A AND B 3624 768314 0.03 0.2MOSTLY B 2432 521857 0.02 0.1
HALF B AND C 2854 616658 0.00 0.1MOSTLY C OR BELOW 2110 476062 0.00 0.1

630
oo

AVERAGE GRADE IN COURSES ATTEMPTED

SAMPLE
N

------

WEIGHTED
N MEAN S.D.

------------

190 35687 2.94 0.9

140 24505 2.88 0.9
50 11182 3.08 1.0

20 3358 2.02 1.3
66 15333 2.96 0.7

100 15996 3.18 0.7

140 29782 3.07 0.7
15 2830 1.63 1.3
21 1644 2.80 1.0
7 733 2.58 1.3
6 697 3.55 0.7
1 2 2.00 0.0

109 29123 2.91 0.9
47 2618 3.31 0.6
34 3947 2.93 0.7

53 12015 2.96 0.7
67 12142 3.04 0.8
44 6272 2.54 1.4
26 5259 3.19 0.7

14 4506 2.57 1.2
173 30088 3.01 0.9

3 1094 2.56 0.4

42 8227 3.08 0.8
117 19298 2.98 0.7
31 8163 2.73 1.3

5 1466 2.49 1.5
31 6038 2.55 1.3

147 27026 3.07 0.7

124 22357 3.10 0.8
47 9832 2.90 0.9
14 2390 2.46 0.8
5 1108 1.23 1.1



TOTAL

SEX:
MALE
FEMALE

BASE YEAR SES:
LOW
MIDDLE
HIGH

RACE:
WHITE
BLACK
ASIAN-AMERICAN
HEX.-AHER PUERTO RICAN
OTHER HISPANIC
AMER. INDIAN OTHER

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC
PRIVATE
CATHOLIC

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST
NORTH CENTRAL
SOUTH
WEST

FOLLOWUP CURR:CULUH:
GENERAL
ACAL .HIC
VOCATIONAL

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN
SUBURBAN
RURAL

BASE YEAR TEST SCORES:
LOW
MIDDLE
HIGH

GRADES:
MOSTLY A; HALF A AND 8
MOSTLY B
HALF 8 AND C
MOSTLY C OR BELOW

APPENDIX D-78

SOCIAL STUOIES TOTAL

NUMBER OF COURSES PASSED

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
MEAN S.D.

11080

--------

2396103 3.19 1.0

5480 1163562 3.17 1.1
5600 1232541 3.20 1.0

2555 498104 3.12 1.0
5150 1198970 3.20 1.1
2992 622296 3.25 1.0

7490 1894875 3.22 1.1
1574 288245 3.07 1.0
263 28321 3.02 0.9

1118 103624 3.06 1.0
470 55116 3.10 0.9
165 25921 3.16 1.1

8400 2141403 3.15 1.0
625 69241 3.19 1.1

2055 185459 3.58 1.1

2585 553057 3.43 1.1
3156 723587 3.20 1.2
3329 753856 3.07 1.0
2010 365603 3.02 0.8

3426 778497 3.19 1.1
5033 978591 3.32 1.0
2613 636726 2.98 1.0

2384 437681 3.10 0.9
5144 1184767 3.24 1.1
2952 773656 3.16 1.0

2076 446554 2.99 1.0
5099 1121404 3.23 1.1
3222 672418 3.29 1.0

3624 768314 3.25 1.0
2432 521857 3.28 1.1
2854 616658 3.17 1.0
2110 476062 3.01 1.0

631

AVERAGE GRADE IN COURSES ATTEMPTED

SAMPLE
N

WEIGHTED
N MEAN S.D.

11058 2392815 2.42 0.9

5470 1162310 2.30 0.9
5588 1230505 2.54 0.9

2545 496549 2.14 0.9
5143 1198098 2.41 0.9
2989 621852 2.75 0.8

7480 1893051 2.51 0.9
1545 287212 2.01 0.8'
263 28321 2.80 0.9
1115 103193 2.10 0.8
470 55116 2.11 0.9
165 25921 2.16 0.8

8378 2138115 2.40 0.9
625 69241 2.63 0.8

2055 185459 2.62 0.8

2581 551788 2.40 0.9
3149 723312 2.46 0.9
3320 752468 2.36 0.9
2008 365246 2.52 0.9

3420 777267 2.18 0.8
5027 977990 2.86 0.8
2603 635269 2.05 0.8

2374 437056 2.27 0.9
5739 1183248 2.46 0.9
2945 772511 2.44 0.9

2065 445500 1.78 0.7
5093 1120043 2.31 0.8
3221 672271 3.08 0.7

3613 766670 3.21 0.7
2429 521194 2.54 0.6
2849 615963 2.01 0.7
2107 475776 1.56 0.6



APPENDIX D-79

FUNCTIONAL SOCIAL SCIENCES

NUMBER OF COURSES PASSED

SAMPLE
N

------

WEIGHTED
N

--------
MEAN S.D.

TOTAL, 11080 2396103 0.02 0.1

SEX;
MALE 5480 1163562 0.02 0.1
FEMALE 5600 1232541 0.02 0.1

BASE YEAR SES:
LOW 2555 498104 0.03 0.2
MIOOLE 5150 1198970 0.02 0.1
HIGH 2992 622296 0.02 0.1

RACEs
WHITE 7490 1894875 0.02 0.1
BLACK 1574 288245 0.02 0.1
ASIAN-AMERICAN 263 28321 0.02 0.2
MEX.-AMER PUERTO RICAN 1118 103624 0.02 0.1
OTHER HISPANIC 470 55116 0.03 0.2
AMER. INDIAN OTHER 165 25921 0.02 0.2

'SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 8400 2141403 0.02 0.1
PRIVATE 625 69241 0.00 0.0
CATHOLIC 2055 185459 0.01 0.1

GEOGRAPHIC REGIONs
NORTHEAST 2585 553057 0.02 0.1
NORTH CENTRAL 3156 723587 0.03 0.2
SOUTH 3329 753856 0.01 0.1
WEST 2010 365603 0.01 0.1

FOLLOWUP CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 3426 778497 0.02 0.1
ACADEMIC 5033 978591 0.01 0.1
VOCATIONAL 2613 636726 0.03 0.2

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 2384 437681 0.01 0.1
SUBURBAN 5744 1184767 0.02 0.1
RURAL 2952 773656 0.02 0.2

BASE YEAR TEST SCORES:
LOW 2076 446554 0.04 0.2
MIDDLE 5099 1121404 0.01 0.1
HIGH 3222 672418 0.01 0.1

GRADES:
MOSTLY AS HALF A AND 8 3624 768314 0.01 0.1
MOSTLY 8 2432 521857 0.02 0.1
HALF 8 AND C 2854 616658 0.02 0.1
MOSTLY C OR BELOW 2110 476062 0.03 0.2

AVERAGE GRADE IN COURSES ATTEMPTED

SAMPLE
N

------

WEIGHTED
N

--------
MEAN
----

S.D.

242 56982 2.50 1.0

123 31826 2.37 1.0
119 25156 2.65 1.0

81 17584 2.19 1.0
104 24046 2.50 1.0
45 13170 3.00 0.8

156 45854 2.60 1.0
27 4932 1.97 0.9
7 475 3.81 0.4

29 2867 2.31 1.2
19 2052 1.35 0.8
4 802 2.37 0.6

208 54650 2.47 1.0
1 4 ,.00 0.0

33 2328 3.08 1.1

80 13805 2.44 1.0
91 26926 2.55 1.0
38 11504 2.41 1.0
33 4747 2.56 1.0

75 19108 2.23 0.9
89 18441 3.07 0.9
78 19433 2.22 1.1

48 6847 2.32 1.1
133 29866 2.53 1.0
61 20268 2.50 1.0

86 18454 2.02 0.8
94 22132 2.63 1.0
37 9234 3.75 0.8

54 13826 3.21 0.7
53 11295 2.74 0.9
65 15127 2.40 F.0
68 16270 1.80 0.9



APPENDIX D-80

SOCIAL STUDIES, VOCATIONAL APPLICATIONS

NUMBER OF COURSES PASSED AVERAGE GRADE IN COURSES ATTEMPTED

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
MEAN* S.D.

SAMPLE
N

WEIGHTED
N MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 11080

--------

2396103 0.06 0.2 982 210167 2.46 1.0

SEX:
MALE 5480 1163562 0.06 0.2 507 102244 2.43 1.0
FEMALE 5600 1232541 0.06 0.2 475 107923 2.48 1.0

BASE YEAR SES:
LOW 2555 498104 0.05 0.2 190 39395 2.28 1.0
MIDDLE 5150 1198970 0.06 0.2 504 114323 2.48 1.0
HIGH 2992 622296 0.06 0.2 258 52360 2.58 1.0

RACE:
WHITE 7490 1894875 0.06 0.2 705 174367 2.53 1.0
BLACK 1574 288245 0.04 0.2 123 20039 2.05 1.2
ASIAN-AMERICAN 263 28321 0.04 0.1 16 2281 2.62 1.0
MEX.-AMER + PUERTO RICAN 1118 103624 0.03 0.1 71 6487 2.09 1.2
OTHER HISPANIC 470 55116 0.06 0.2 54 5139 2.40 0.9
AMER. INDIAN + OTHER 165 25921 0.04 0.1 13 1855 1.88 1.0

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 8400 2141403 0.06 0.2 687 185628 2.46 1.0
PRIVATE 625 69241 0.02 0.1 8 1356 3.26 0.4
CATHOLIC 2055 185459 0.09 0.3 287 23183 2.38 1.0

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 2585 553057 0.06 0.2 228 40901 2.30 1.0
NORTH CENTRAL 3156 723587 0.08 0.2 374 92309 2.57 1.0
SOUTH 3329 753856 0.04 0.2 222 51208 2.30 1.1
WEST 2010 365603 0.04 0.2 158 25748 2.63 1.1

FOLLOWUP CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 3426 778497 0.06 0.2 322 69705 2.22 1.0
ACADEMIC 5033 978591 0.06 0.2 425 78617 2.82 1.0
VOCATIONAL 2613 636726 0.06 0.2 235 61844 2.27 1.0

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 2384 437681 0.05 0.2 186 38182 2.26 1.1
SUBUABAN 5744 1184767 0.06 0.2 584 112254 2.45 1.1
RURAL 2952 773656 0.05 0.2 212 59731 2.60 0.9

BASE YEAR TEST SCORES:
LOw 2076 446554 0.05 0.2 164 35765 1.87 1.0
MIDDLE 5099 1121404 0.06 0.2 521 108547 2.12 1.0
HIGH 3222 672418 0.06 0.2 250 54940 3.12 0.9

GRADES:
MOSTLY A: HALF A AND 8 3624 768314 0.05 0.2 267 58915 3.24 0.8
MUSTLY B 2432 521857 0.07 0.2 240 52514 2.59 0.8
HAtF 8 AND C 2854 616658 0.06 0.2 286 59501 2.18 0.9
MOSTLY C OR BELOW 2110 476062 0.05 0.2 183 37562 1.53 0.8

633



APPENDIX D-81

REGULAR HISTORY

NUMBER OF COURSES PASSED AVERAGE GRADE IN COURSES ATTEMPTED

SAMPLE WEIGHTED

.0 40M, 0.41000.1.0.
MEAN S.D.

SAMPLE
N

WEIGHTED
N MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 11080 2396103

---_

1.39 0.8

-- - - - -

9990

--------

2150498 2.37 1.0
SEX:

MALE 5480 1163562 1.39 0.8 4961 1045416 2.28 1.0FEMALE 5600 1232541 1.38 0.8 5029 1105082 2.46 1.0
BASE YEAR SES:

LOW 2555 498104 1.39 0.7 2345 453388 2.10 1.0MIDDLE 5150 1198970 1.38 0.8 4626 1077018 2.35 1.0HIGH 2992 622296 1.40 0.8 2680 553229 2.70 1.0
RACE:

WHITE 7490 1894875 1.37 0.e 6684 1684841 2.46 1.0BLACK 1574 288245 1.42 0.7 1434 267892 1.97 1.0ASIAN-AMERICAN 263 28321 1.34 0.8 242 26039 2.71 1.1MEX.-AMER 4. PUERTO RICAN 1118 103624 1.55 0.8 1064 97394 2.09 1.0OTHER HISPANIC 470 55116 1.46 0.7 411 50705 2.06 1.0AMER. INDIAN OTHER 165 25921 1.47 0.7 155 23627 2.24 0.9
SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 8400 2141403 1.36 0.8 7623 1924282 2.34 1.0PRIVATE 625 69241 1.63 0.7 617 68457 2.55 0.9CATHOLIC 2055 185459 1.53 0.9 1750 157759 2.61 0.9
GEOGRAPHIC REGION:

NORTHEAST 2585 553057 1.26 0.9 2003 426072 2.35 1.0NORTH CENTRAL 3156 723587 1.39 0.8 2958 673215 2.39 1.0SOUTH 3329 753856 1.49 0.7 3133 708160 2.30 1.0WEST 2010 365603 1.35 0.7 1896 343051 2.50 1.0

FOLLOWUP CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 3426 778497 1.39 0.8 3156 714218 2.13 0.9ACADEMIC 5033 978591 1.42 0.8 4501 870955 2.82 0.9VOCATIONAL 2613 636726 1.33 0.8 2327 563860 1.99 0.9

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 2384 437681 1.43 0.7 2152 404486 2.21 1.0SUBURBAN 5744 1184767 1.35 0.8 5101 1037721 2.41 1.0RURAL 2952 773656 1.42 0.8 2737 708291 2.40 1.0

BASE YEAR TEST SCORES:
LOW 2076 446554 1.35 0.8 1886 403704 1.74 0.8MIDDLE 5099 1121404 1.38 0.8 4615 1014145 2.24 0.9HIGH 3222 672418 1.41 0.8 2863 592525 3.05 0.8

GRADES:
MOSTLY A; HALF A AND 8 3624 768314 1.37 0.8 3170 668576 3.19 0.8MOSTLY 8 2432 521857 1.39 0.8 2174 469692 2.51 o.sHALF B AND C 2854 616658 1.43 0.8 2649 567512 1.95 0.8MOSTLY C OR BELOW 2110 476062 1.34 0.8 1943 432924 1.52 0.7

634



APPENDIX D-82

SOCIAL SCIENCES, OTHER REGULAR

NUMBER OF COURSES PASSED AVERAGE GRAOE IN cnuasEs ATTEMPTED

SAMPLE
N

- - -- --

WEIGHTED
N

-- - ----
MEAN
----

S.D.
SAMPLE

N
WEIGHTED

N
--------

MEAN S.D.
--- ----- ------

TOTAL 11080 2396103 1.66 1.0 10350 2265255 2.47 1.0

SEX:
MALE 5480 1163562 1.64 1.0 5113 1098370 2.33 1.0
FEMALE 5600 1232541 1.68 1.0 5237 1166885 2.61 0.9

BASE YEAR SESs
LOW 2555 498104 1.61 1.0 2384 471428 2.17 0.9
MIDDLE 5150 1198970 1.68 1.0 4844 1136446 2.47 0.9
HIGH 2992 622296 1.67 1.0 2778 587531 2.77 0.9

RACE:
WHITE 7490 1894875 1.69 1.0 6992 1792872 2.56 0.9
BLACK 1574 288245 1.56 0.9 1466 271392 2.06 0.9
ASIAN-AMERICAN 263 28321 1.47 0.8 242 26466 2.83 0.9
MEX.-AMER PUERTO RICAN 1118 103624 1.42 0.9 1057 97865 2.10 0.9
OTHER HISPANIC 470 55116 1.51 0.9 438 51538 2.20 1.0
AMER. INDIAN OTHER 165 25-i21 1.59 1.0 155 25122 2.12 0.9

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 8400 2141403 1.65 1.0 7894 2028290 2.45 1.0
PRIVATE 625 69241 1.41 1.0 526 62200 2.75 0.8
CATHOLIC 2055 185459 1.85 1.1 1930 174765 2.64 0.9

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 2585 553057 1.98 1.3 2297 500607 2.43 0.9
NORTH CENTRAL 3156 723587 1.64 1.0 2983 691623 2.53 1.0
SOUTH 3329 753856 1.49 0.9 3127 717692 2.41 1.0
WEST 2010 365603 1.55 0.8 1943 355333 2.54 0.9

FOLLOWUP CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 3426 778497 1.69 1.0 3258 744357 2.23 0.9
ACADEMIC 5033 978591 1.71 1.0 4667 921054 2.90 0.9
VOCATIONAL 2613 636726 1.54 1.0 2417 597554 2.11 0.9

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 2384 437681 1.53 0.9 2189 407006 2.32 1.0
SUBURBAN 5744 1184767 1.73 1.1 5367 1119977 2.51 0.9
RURAL 2952 773656 1.62 0.9 2794 738272 2.49 1.0

BASE YEAR TEST SCORES:
LOW 2076 446554 1.53 1.0 1922 417781 1.83 0.8
MIDOLE 5099 1121404 1.73 1.0 4857 1073465 2.37 0.9
HIGH 3222 672418 1.67 1.0 2952 627967 3.12 0.8

GRADES:
MOSTLY A: HALF A ANO 8 3624 768314 1.69 1.1 3345 722108 3.25 0.7
MOSTLY 8 2432 521857 1.73 1.0 2287 498334 2.60 0.7
HALF 8 AND C 2854 616658 1.63 1.0 2696 585406 2.06 0.8
MOSTLY C OR BELOW 2110 476062 1.56 1.0 1968 447244 1.62 0.7

63a-_



APPENDIX D-83

SOCIAL STUDIES. ADVANCED PLACEMENT AND HONORS

NUMBER OF COURSES PASSED AVERAGE GRADE IN COURSES ATTEMPTED

SAMPLE
N

------

WEIGHTED
N MEAN S.D.

SAMPLE
N

WEIGHTED
N

------ MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 11080 2396103 0.07 0.3 75' 164846 2.72 1.0
SEXt

MALE 5480 1163562 0.06 0.3 387 77155 2.61 1.0FEMALE 5600 1232541 0.07 0.3 367 87691 2.82 1.0
BASE YEAR SES:

LOW 2555 498104 0.04 0.2 102 21104 2.39 1.1MIDDLE 5150 1198970 0.06 0.3 289 74455 2.57 1.0HIGH 2992 622296 0.11 0.4 343 66173 3.05 0.8
RACE:

WHITE 7490 1894875 0.07 0.3 572 141350 2.76 1.0BLACK 1574 288245 0.04 0.2 73 10824 2.23 1.2ASIAN-AMERICAN 263 28321 0.15 0.4 35 3434 3.49 0.6MEX.-AMER 4 PUERTO RICAN 1118 103624 0.04 0.2 42 4122 2.48 1.1OTHER HISPANIC 470 55116 0.05 0.2 27 3513 2.84 0.9AMER. INDIAN 4 OTHER 165 25921 0.04 0.2 5 1604 1.15 0.7
SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 8400 2141403 0.06 0.3 510 142178 2.68 1.0PRIVATE 625 69241 0.13 0.4 89 7022 3.08 0.9CATHOLIC 2055 185459 0.11 0.4 155 15646 2.93 0.8
GEOGRAPHIC REGION:

NORTHEAST 2585 553057 0.11 0.4 224 55693 2.87 0.9NORTH CENTRAL 3156 723587 0.06 0.2 217 47477 2.60 1.0SOUTH 3329 753856 0.04 0.2 168 30917 2.62 1.1WEST 2010 365603 0.08 0.3 145 30759 2.76 1.0
FOLLOWUP CURRICULUM:

GFNERAL 3426 778497 0.04 0.2 122 31667 2.41 1.0ACADEMIC 5033 978591 0.12 0.4 549 109890 2.98 0.9VOCATIONAL 2613 636726 0.03 0.2 83 23289 1.94 1.1
COMMUNITY TYPE:

URBAN 2384 437681 0.08 0.3 206 40059 2.52 1.1SUBURBAN 5744 1184767 0.07 0.3 410 81225 2.84 1.0RURAL 2952 773656 0.05 0.2 138 43562 2.69 1.0
BASE YEAR TEST SCORES:

LOW 2076 446554 0.02 0.1 45 11647 1.66 0.8MIDDLE 5099 1121404 0.04 0.2 229 55503 2.34 1.0HIGH 3222 672418 0.14 0.4 427 85881 3.11 0.8
GRADES:

MOSTLY A: HALF A AND 8 3624 768314 0.12 0.4 413 84863 3.23 0.8MOSTLY 8 2432 521857 0.06 0.3 157 34814 2.58 0.8HALF 8 AND C 2854 616658 0.03 0.2 110 26765 2.03 0.9MOSTLY C OR BELOW 2110 476062 0.03 0.2 72 17946 1.66 0.9

636



APPENDIX D-84

FOREIGN LANGUAGES TOTAL

NUMBER OF COURSES PASSED

SAMPLE
N

WEIGHTED
N

--------
MEAN
----

S.D.

TOTAL 11080 2396103 1.08 1.3

SEX:
MALE 5480 1163562 0.88 1.2
FEMALE 5600 1232541 1.27 1.4

BASE YEAR SES:
LOW 2555 498104 0.61 1.0
MIDDLE 5150 1198970 0.99 1.3
HIGH 2992 622296 1.68 1.5

RACE:
WHITE 7490 1894875 1.14 1.3
BLACK 1574 288245 0.68 1.0
ASIAN-AMER1CAN 263 28321 1.96 1.5
MEX.-AMER PUERTO RICAN 1118 103624 1.04 1.2
OTHER HISPANIC 470 55116 1.03 1.4
AMER. INDIAN + OTHER 165 25921 0.68 1.1

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 8400 2141403 0.96 1.2
PRIVATE 625 69241 1.92 1.8
CATHOLIC 2055 185459 2.15 1.3

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 2585 553057 1.73 1.6
NORTH CENTRAL 3156 723587 0.87 1.2
SOUTH 3329 753856 0.76 1.1
WEST 2010 365603 1.14 1.2

FOLLOWUP CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 3426 778497 0.62 1.0
ACADEMIC 5033 978591 1.87 1.4
VOCATIONAL 2613 636726 0.44 0.8

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 2384 437681 1.13 1.3
SUBURBAN 5744 1184767 1.27 1.4
RURAL 2952 773656 0.76 1.2

BASE YEAR TEST SCORES:
LOW 2076 446554 0.36 0.8
MIDDLE 5099 1121404 0.90 1.2
HIGH 3222 672418 1.88 1.4

GRADES:
MOSTLY A: HALF A ANO 8 3624 768314 1.58 1.5
MOSTLY B 2432 521857 1.24 1.4
HALF 8 AND C 2854 616658 0.79 1.1
MOSTLY C OR BELOW 2110 476062 0.48 0.9 637

AVERAGE GRADE IN COURSES ATTEMPTED

SAMPLE
N

WEIGHTEO
N MEAN S.D.

----------

6680 1270392 2.51 1.1

2983 529983 2.31 1.1
3697 740409 2.65 1.0

1176 181295 2.31 1.1
2957 607872 2.48 1.1
2372 452651 2.65 1.0

4495 1030694 2.56 1.0
829 122306 2.02 1.1
221 22395 2.95 1.0
737 59292 2.50 IA
337 26279 2.54 1.0
61 9426 1.91 0.9

4371 1063725 2.50 1.1
509 46793 2.65 0.9
1800 159875 2.56 1.0

1954 382375 2.48 1.1
1639 335698 2.53 1.1
1760 331813 2.47 1.1
1327 220507 2.60 1.0

1583 306765 2.13 1.1
4162 766624 2.77 1.0
934 196933 2.07 1.1

1556 253879 2.31 1.1
3847 704630 2.52 1.0
1277 311884 2.66 1.1

708 119108 1.87 1.1
2925 554586 2.24 1.0
2640 520907 2.98 0.9

2644 515483 3.22 0.8
1628 307768 2.40 0.9
1513 284820 1.92 0.9
873 158049 1.50 0.9



IOTAL

EVIs
MALE
FEMALE

IASI YEAR sess
LOW
MIDDLE
HIGH

RACE:
WHITE
BLACK
ASIAN-AMERICAN
MEX.-AMER PUERTO RICAN
OTHER HISPANIC
AMER. INDIAN OTHER

1,-

"SCHOEL TYPE:
1, PUBLIC

PRIVATE
CATHOLIC

aGICARAPHIC REGION:
i NORTHEAST

NORM CENTRAL
SOUTH
WEST

"SUMP CURRICULUM:
L GENERAL

ACADEMIC
VOCATIONAL

,CONNUNITY TYPE:
URBAN
SUBURBAN
RURAL

,

BASE YEAR TEST SCORES:
LOW
MIDDLE
HIGH

SRAM:
14. MOSTLY A; HALF A AND 8
: MOSTLY 8
! HALF 8 AND C

MOSTLY C OR BELO::

APPENDIX D-85

ENGLISH AS A SECOND LANGUAGE

NUMBER OF COURSES PASSED AVERAGE GRADE IN COURSES ATTEMPTED

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
MEAN S.D.

SAMPLE
01.1011.11.1eaDONM.ROOMMIM

WEIGHTED
MEAN S.D.

11000 2396103

411111111

0.00 0.1 54 5689 2.47 1.1

5480 1163562 0.00 0.1 26 3934 2.51 1.25600 1232541 0.00 0.1 28 1756 2.38 0.8

2555 498104 0.01 0.2 31 2873 2.68 0.95150 1198970 0.00 0.1 12 1960 2.28 1.32992 622296 0.00 0.0 3 561 2.24 0.5

7490 1894875 0.00 0.0 a 2193 2.18 1.31574 288245 0.00 0.0 3 115 0.99 1.0263 28321 0.09 0.5 13 1259 3.20 0.61118 103624 0.03 0.3 23 1321 2.37 0.8470 55116 0.01 0.2 5 477 2.39 0.8165 25921 0.01 0.1 2 325 2.55 0.5

8400 2141403 0.00 0.1 53 5682 2.47 1.1625 69241 0.0 0.0 0
2055 185459 0.00 0.0 1 8 3.30 0.0

2585 553057 0.00 0.1 16 .1075 2.74, 1.03136 723587 0.00 0.0 4 1247 2.51 0.53329 753856 0.00 0.1 14 1237 2.49 1.02010 365603 0.01 0.2 20 2131 2.28 1.4

3426 778497 0.00 0.1 18 2121 2.75 0.65033 978591 0.00 0.1 19 2016 2.88 0.82613 636726 0.00 0.1 17 1551 1.54 1.3

2384 437681 0.01 0.1 32 2327 1.87 1.35144 1184767 0.00 0.1 20 3068 2.87 0.72952 773656 0.00 0.0 2 295 3.00 0.0

2076 446554 0.01 0.1 21 1620 2.48 0.95099 1121404 0.00 0.1 21 2969 2.20 1.23222 672418 0.00 0.0 2 574 3.48 0.1

3624 768314 0.00 0.1 14 1498 2.98 0.92432 521857 0.00 0.1 9 737 2.69 0.92854 616658 0.00 0.1 19 1685 2.79 0.82110 476062 0.00 0.1 12 1769 1.61 1.1

6,3 8



APPENDIX D-86

FIRST YEAR FOREIGN LANGUAGE

NUMBER OF COURSES PASSED411.W..0
SAMPLE

N
------

WEIGHTEC
N

--------
MEAN
----

S.D.
----

TOTAL 11080 2396103 0.51 0.6

SEX:
MALE 5480 1163562 0.43 0.6
FEMALE 5600 1232541 0.58 0.6

BASE YEAR LES:
LOW 2555 498104 0.33 0.5
MIDDLE 5150 1198970 0.48 0.6
HIGH 2992 622296 0.71 0.6

RACEs
WHITE 7490 1894875 0.52 0.6
BLACK 1574 288245 0.39 0.6
ASIAN-AMERICAN 263 28321 0.83 0.7
MEX.-AMER PUERTO RICAN 1118 103624 0.49 0.6
OTHER HISPANIC 470 55116 0.48 0.6
ANER. INDIAN OTHER 165 25921 0.32 0.6

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 8400 2141403 0.46 0.6
PRIVATE 625 69241 0.68 0.7
CATHOLIC 2055 185459 0.94 0.6

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 2585 553057 0.67 0.7
NORTH CENTRAL 3156 723587 0.43 0.6
SOUTH 3329 753856 0.42 0.6
WEST 2010 365603 0.57 0.6

FOLLOWUP CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 3426 778497 0.35 0.5
ACADEMIC 5033 978591 0.79 0.6
VOCATIONAL 2613 636726 0.26 0.5

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 2384 437681 0.54 0.6
SUBURBAN 5744 1184767 0.56 0.6
RURAL 2952 773656 0.40 0.6

BASE YEAR TEST SCORES:
LOW 2076 446554 0.23 0.5
MIDDLE 5099 1121404 0.47 0.6
HIGH 3222 672418 0.76 0.6

GRADES:
HUSTLY As HALF A AND B 3624 768314 0.66 0.6
NOSTLY 8 2432 521857 0.58 0.6
HALF 8 AND C 2854 616658 0.42 0.6
MOSTLY C UR BELOW 2110 476062 0.28 0.5

AVERAGE GRADE IN COURSES ATTEMPTED.NMM.
SAMPLE WEIGHTED

N N MEAN S.D.
------ - ----- -- ---- -- --

639

5985 1143006 2.59 1.1

2675 477911 2.39 1.1
3310 665096 2.74 1.1

1030 162059 2.35 1.2
2708 553383 2.58 1.1
2093 401146 2.73 1.1

4083 929301 2.65 1.1
771 114387 2.10 1.2
193 19694 3.05 1.0
607 48520 2.55 1.2
280 23545 2.64 1.1
51 7559 2.20 1.0

3865 949110 2.58 1.1
421 38519 2.73 1.1
1699 155377 2.66 1.0

1715 325704 2.60 1.1
1512 307716 2.61 1.1
1571 310722 2.54 1.2
1187 198864 2.65 1.1

1436 283403 2.18 1.1
3719 684427 2.89 1.0
829 175106 2.12 1.1

1328 219602 2.41 1.2
3457 628582 2.59 1.1
1200 294822 2.73 1.1

651 112147 1.93 1.2
2669 510708 2.31 1.1
2312 455618 3.10 0.9

2316 455976 3.29 0.8
1494 283073 2.57 1.0
1358 253677 2.00 1.0
796 146246 1.61 1.0

'0



APPENDI X D- 8 7

SECOND YEAR FOREIGN LANGUAGE

NUMBER OF COURSES PASSED AVERAGE GRADE IN COURSES ATTEMPTEDMwOmm....11

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
10.0
MEAN S.D.

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
MEAN

111.
S.D.-------- --------

TOTAL 11080 2396103 0.34 0.5 4372 794205 2.65 1.1

SEX:
MALE 5480 1163562 0.28 0.5 1962 328410 2.43 1.1FEMALE 5600 1232541 0.39 0.5 2410 465795 2.81 1.0

BASE YEAR SES:
LOW 2555 498104 0.16 0.4 584 82525 2.51 1.2MIDDLE 5150 1198910 0.32 0.5 1912 378228 2.65 1.1HIGH 2992 622296 0.54 0.6 1789 319617 2.71 1.0

RACE:
WHITE 7490 1894875 0.36 0.5 3132 667021 2.70 1.0BLACK 1574 288245 0.20 0.4 492 61518 2.18 1.2ASIAN-AMERICAN 263 28321 0.58 0.6 156 15625 2.95 1.0MEX.-AMER PUERTO RICAN 1118 103624 0.27 0.5 367 29018 2.59 1.1OTHER HISPANIC 470 55116 0.29 0.5 194 15164 2.70 1.1AMER. INDIAN OTHER 165 25921 0.24 0.5 31 5859 1.95 1.2

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 8400 2141403 0.30 0.5 2511 626892 2.66 1.1PRIVATE 623 69241 0.56 0.6 435 35124 2.71 0.9CATHOLIC 2055 185459 0.77 0.6 1426 132189 2.62 1.0

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 2585 553057 0.58 0.6 1560 304031 2.59 1.1NORTH CENTRAL 3156 723587 0.27 0.5 1008 189769 2.74 1.0SOUTH 3329 753856 0.23 0.4 1034 171224 2.58 1.1WEST 2010 365603 0.35 0.5 770 129180 2.78 1.0

FOLLOWUP CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 3426 778497 0.17 0.4 743 135867 2.29 1.1ACADEMIC 5033 978591 0.62 0.6 3249 585057 2.79 1.0VOCATIONAL 2613 636726 0.'1 0.3 379 73211 2.21 1.0

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 2384 437681 0.36 0.5 1051 162606 2.43 1.1SUBURBAN 5744 1184767 0.40 0.5 2620 458207 2.66 1.0RURAL 2952 773656 0.23 0.4 701 173392 2.85 1.0

BASE YEAR TEST SCORES:
LON 2076 446554 0.09 0.3 268 41210 2.04 1.1MIDDLE 5099 1121404 0.28 0.5 1783 312372 2.36 1.0HIGH 3222 672418 0.62 0.6 2081 395473 2.98 1.0

GRADES:
MOSTLY A: HALF A AND B 3624 768314 0.50 0.6 1954 368677 3.75 0.8MOSTLY B 2432 521857 0.41 0.4 1153 204278 2.48 0.9HALF B AND C 2854 616658 0.24 0.4 846 148619 1.94 0.9MOSTLY C OR BELOW 2110 476062 0.14 0.4 426 71176 1.57 0.9

640



APPENDIX D-88

THIRD YEAR FOREIGN LANGUAGE

NUMBER OF COURSES PASSED=11 AVERAGE GRADE IN COURSES ATTEMPTED.

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
MEAN S.D.

SAMPLE

--
------------------

WEIGHTED
MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 11080 2396103 0.14 0.4 1967 343710 2.84 1.0

SEKS
MALE 5480 1163562 0.11 0.3 840 124071 2.67 1.0
FEMALE 5600 1232541 0.18 0.4 1127 219638 2.94 1.0

BASE YEAR SES:
LOW 2555 498104 0.06 0.2 235 30195 2.59 1.3
MIDDLE 5150 1198970 0.12 0.3 719 142670 2.78 1.1
HIGH 2992 622296 0.27 0.5 980 165640 2.95 0.9

RACE:
WHITE 7490 1894875 0.16 0.4 1432 295843 2.89 1.0
BLACK 1574 288245 0.06 0.2 178 18068 2.26 1.2
ASIAN-AMERICAN 263 28321 0.32 0.5 88 8620 3.18 1.0
MEX.-AMER + PUERTO RICAN 1118 103624 0.12 0.3 163 12642 2.55 1.1
OTHER HISPANIC 470 55116 0.12 0.3 96 6634 2.85 1.0
AMER. INDIAN OTHER 165 25921 0.07 0.3 10 1903 1.35 1.0

SCHOOL TYPE.:
PUBLIC 8400 2141403 0.12 0.3 1043 263578 2.86 1.0
PRIVATE 625 69241 0.35 0.5 325 24664 2.53 1.0
CATHOLIC 2055 185459 0.31 0.5 599 55468 2.90 0.9

GEOGRAPHIC REGION: ,

NORTHEAST 2585 553057 0.30 0.5 791 159976 2.76 1.1
NORTH CENTRAL 3156 723587 0.11 0.3 465 80920 2.95 1.0
SOUTH 3329 753856 0.01 0.3 379 53366 2.83 1.1
WEST 2010 365603 0.13 0.3 332 49448 2.91 0.9

FOLLOWUP CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 3426 778497 0.06 0.2 258 47446 2.50 1.1
ACADEMIC 5033 978591 0.29 0.5 1590 273636 2.94 1.0
VOCATIONAL 2613 636726 0.03 0.2 119 22628 2.29 1.1

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 2384 437681 0.14 0.3 448 64793 2.53 1.2
SUBURBAN 5744 1184767 0.19 0.4 1263 215411 2.87 0.9
RURAL 2952 773656 0.08 0.3 256 63506 3.06 1.0

BASE YE i TEST SCORES:
LOW 2076 446554 0.02 0.1 82 10192 2.08 1.1
MIDDLE 5099 1121404 0.09 0.3 637 104671 2.53 1.0
HIGH 3222 672418 0.31 0.5 1125 205650 3.07 0.9

GRADES:
MOSTLY At HALF A AND B 3624 768314 0.25 0.5 1009 186140 3.36 0.8
MOSTLY 8 2432 521857 0.16 0.4 496 84515 2.49 0.9
HALF 8 AND C 2854 616658 0.08 0.3 312 50307 2.08 0.9
MOSTLY C OR BELOW 2110 476062 0.04 0.2 147 22365 1.55 1.0
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APPENDIX D-89

FOURTH YEAR FOREIGN LANGUAGE

NUMBER OF COURSES PASSED AVERAGE GRADE IN COURSES ATTEMPTED

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
MEAN S.D.

SAMPLE
N

WEIGHTED
N MEAN S.D.-------- --------

TOTAL 11080 2396103 0.06 0.2 768 132447 3.09 0.9

SEXs
MALE 5480 1163562 0.04 0.2 307 43956 2.94 0.9FEMALE 5600 1232541 0.07 0.3 461 88491 3.16 1.0

BASE YEAR SESs
LOW 2555 498104 0.02 0.1 85 10170 2.86 1.1MIDDLE 5150 1198970 0.04 0.2 226 49552 3.05 1.0HIGH 2992 622296 0.11 0.3 445 71065 3.14 0.8

RACE:
WHITE 7490 1894875 0.06 0.3 596 118038 3.12 0.9BLACK 1574 288245 0.01 0.1 37 3672 2.53 1.1ASIAN-AMERICAN 263 28321 0.10 0.3 31 2862 3.14 1.2MEX.-AMER 4. PUERTO RICAN 1118 103624 0.04 0.2 61 4408 2.63 1.2OTHER HISPANIC 470 55116 0.05 0.2 40 2784 3.19 0.9AMER. INDIAN OTHER 165 25921 0.03 0.2 3 683 1.86 1.2

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 8400 2141403 0.05 0.2 385 99510 3.10 1.0PRIVATE 625 69241 0.20 0.4 199 13733 2.96 0.7CATHOLIC 2055 185459 0.10 0.3 184 19204 3.10 1.0

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 2585 553057 0.11 0.3 271 59037 2.98 1.0NORTH CENTRAL 3156 723587 0.05 0.2 217 35160 3.08 1.0SOUTH 3329 753856 0.03 0.2 161 18894 3.19 0.8WEST 2010 365603 0.05 0.2 119 19357 3.32 0.8

FOLLOWUP CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 3426 778497 0.02 0.1 80 14102 2.97 0.9ACADEMIC 5033 978591 0.12 0.3 649 109249 3.17 0.9VOCATIONAL 2613 636726 0.01 0.1 39 9096 2.24 1.3

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 2384 437681 0.05 0.2 156 22526 2.85 1.1SUBURBAN 5744 1184767 0.08 0.3 525 88416 3.13 0.9RURAL 2952 773656 0.03 0.2 87 21505 3.17 1.0

BASE YEAR TEST SCORES:
LOW 2076 446554 0.01 0.1 27 4594 2.06 1.2MIDDLE 5099 1121404 0.03 0.2 182 31553 2.81 1.0HIGH 3222 672418 0.14 0.4 519 89191 3.23 0.9

GRADES:
MOSTLY A: HALF A AND B 3624 768314 0.11 0.3 465 83638 3.43 0.8MOSTLY B 2432 521857 0.06 0.2 196 31463 2.67 0.8HALF B AND C 2854 616658 0.02 0.2 76 12669 2.30 1.0MOSTLY C OR BELOW 2110 476062 0.01 0.1 31 4677 1.82 1.0
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APPENDIX D-90

FIFTH YEARIAP FOREIGN LANGUAGE

NUMBER OF COURSES PASSED AVERAGE GRADE IN COURSES ATTEMPTED

SAMPLE WEIGHTED

--------
MEAN S.D.

SAMPLE
N

WEIGHTED
N MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 11080 2396103 0.02 0.2 184 33459 3.22 0.7

SEX:
MALE 5480 1163562 0.01 0.1 88 11894 3.03 0.7

FEMALE 5600 1232541 0.02 0.2 96 21566 3.32 0.7

BASE YEAR LES:
LOW 2555 498104 0.01 0.1 17 4468 3.16 0.8

MIDDLE 5150 1198970 0.01 0.1 51 11332 3.31 0.6

HIGH 2992 622296 0.03 0.2 114 17504 3.17 0.7

RACE:
WHITE 7490 1894875 0.02 0.2 142 27916 3.26 0.7

BLACK 1574 288245 0.01 0.1 10 1715 2.76 0.8

ASIAN-AMERICAN 263 28321 0.03 0.2 8 815 3.60 0.4

MEX.-AMER + PUERTO RICAN 1118 103624 0.03 0.2 11 2190 3.00 0.7

OTHER HISPANIC 470 55116 0.01 0.1 11 505 2.83 0.8

AMER. INDIAN + OTHER 165 25921 0.q2 0.2 2 318 '3.00 0.0

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 8400 2141403 0.01 0.1 93 25395 3.20 0.7

PRIVATE 625 69241 0.12 0.5 64 5951 3.21 0.8

CATHOLIC 2055 185459 0.01 0.1 27 2113 3.48 0.6

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 2585 553057 0.05 0.3 88 19554 3.25 0.7

NORTH CENTRAL 3156 723587 0.01 0.1 39 5340 3.13 0.7

SOUTH 3329 753856 0.01 0.1 31 4117 3.33 0.6

WEST 2010 365603 0.01 0.1 26 4447 3.07 0.7

FOLLOWUP CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 3426 778497 0.01 0.1 21 3986 2.95 0.7

ACADEMIC 5033 978591 0.03 0.2 155 26279 3.21 0.7

VOCATIONAL 2613 636726 0.01 0.1 a 3195 3.62 0.7

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 2384 437681 0.01 0.1 36 4578 2.83 0.7

SUBURBAN 5744 1184767 0.02 0.2 121 24084 3.27 0.6

RURAL 2952 773656 0.01 0.1 27 4798 3.30 0.8

BASE YEAR TEST SCORES:
LOw 2076 446554 0.00 0.0 4 157 2.68 0.7

MIDDLE 5099 1121404 0.01 0.1 36 7195 3.04 0.7

HIGH 3222 672418 0.04 0.2 123 21516 3.24 0.7

GRADES:
MOSTLY A; HALF A AND 8 3624 768314 0.03 0.2 117 21773 3.40 0.6

MOSTLY 8 2432 521857 0.02 0.2 41 7445 2.87 0.7

HALF 8 AND C 2e54 616658 0.01 0.1 21 3418 3.06 0.8

MOSTLY C OK BELOW 2110 476062 0.00 0.0 5 823 2.28 0.8
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APPENDIX D-9C.

OTHER LANGUAGE COURSES (E.G. LANGUAGE FOR TRAVELERS)

NUMBER OF COURSES PASSED
AVERAGE GRADE IN COURSES ATTEMPTED

SAMPLE
N

------

WEIGHTED
N MEAN S.D.

SAMPLE
N

WEIGHTED
N

N.M....M.N....
MEAN S.D.

----
IOTAL 11080 2396103 0.01 0.1 217 25809 2.71 1.1
SEX:

MALE 5480 1163562 0.01 0.1 83 9583 2.72 1.1FEMALE 5600 1232541 0.01 0.1 134 16227 2.70 1.1
BASE YEAR SES:

LOW 2555 498104 0.01 0.2 66 6281 2.56 1.2MIDDLE 5150 1198970 0.01 0.1 90 12562 2.77 1.2HIGH 2992 622296 0.01 0.1 55 6258 2.81 1.0
RACE:

WHITE 7490 1894875 0.01 0.1 73 17166 2.87 1.1BLACK 1574 288245 0.00 0.1 11 1114 2.24 1.0ASIAN-AMERICAN 263 28321 0.02 0.1 9 662 3.34 1.1MEX.-AMER 4. PUERTO RICAN 1118 103624 0.06 0.4 68 4692 2.37 1.0OTHER HISPANIC 470 55116 0.07 0.4 54 2104 2.27 1.3AMER. INDIAN OTHER 165 25921 0.00 0.0 2 72 1.24 1.5
SCHOOL TYPEs

PUBLIC 8400 2141403 0.01 0.1 127 21978 2.66 1.2PRIVATE 625 69241 0.01 0.1 12 1412 3.00 1.0CATHOLIC 2055 185459 0.02 0.2 78 2420 3.00 0.9
GEOGRAPHIC REGION:

NORTHEAST 2585 553057 0.02 0.2 65 11063 2.81 1.2NORTH CENTRAL 3156 723587 0.00 0.0 17 2283 2.60 1.2SOUTH 3329 753856 0.01 0.1 74 5772 2.71 1.2WEST 2010 365603 0.02 0.2 61 6692 2.58 1.0
FOLLOWUP CURRICULUM:

GENERAL 3426 778497 0.01 0.1 55 5205 2.24 1.1ACADEMIC 5033 978591 0.02 0.1 127 16520 2.92 1.1VOCATIONAL 2613 636726 0.01 0.1 35 4084 2.47 1.0
COMMUNITY TYPE:

tolwA. 2384 437681 0.02 0.2 51 6542 2.22 1.2A'..ik,,bu 5744 1184767 0.01 0.1 134 13892 2.74 1.1't.JRAL 2952 773656 0.01 0.1 32 5375 3.24 1.0
BASE YEAR 1E1T SCORES:

W 2076 446554 0.01 0.1 37 3560 2.64 1.0:ADDLE 5099 1121404 0.01 0.1 99 11501 2.25 1.1*11GH 3222 672418 0.01 0.1 67 9351 3.30 1.0
GRADES:

MOSTLY A; ALF A AND 8 3624 768314 0.01 0.1 89 11148 3.45 0.8MUSTLY a 2432 521857 0.01 0.1 40 4000 2.69 0.9HALF 3 A. C 2854 616658 0.01 0.2 60 7514 2.10 1.011051..7 : OR BELOW 2110 476062 0.01 0.1 28 3148 1.58 0.9
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APPENDIX D-92

COMPUTER SCIENCE TOTAL

SAMPLE
N

------

NUMBER OF COURSES PASSED

WEIGHTEO
N MEAN

----
S.D.

AVERAGE GRADE IN COURSES ATTEMPTED
------

MEAN S.D.
SAMPLE

N
------

WEIGHTED
N

TOTAL 11080 2396103 0.11 0.5 1571 329243 2.67

----

1.1

SExs
MALE 5480 1163562 0.13 0.6 868 174482 2.57 1.1

&..1,MALE 5600 1232541 0.10 0.4 703 154761 2.79 1.1

BASE YEAR SESs
alW 2555 498104 0.09 0.4 261 47709 2.44 1.1

MIDDLE 5150 1198970 0.12 0.5 736 165669 2.63 1.1

HIGH 2992 622296 0.13 0.4 543 110576 2.85 1.1

RACE:
WHITE 7490 1894875 0.12 0.5 1128 277374 2.74 1.1

BLACK 1574 288245 0.10 0.4 209 30552 2.11 1.1

ASIAN-AMERICAN 263 28321 0.24 0.6 57 6565 3.19 0.9

MEX.-AMER + PUERTO RICAN 1118 103624 0.07 0.3 101 8647 2.33 1.0

OTHER HISPANIC 470 55116 0.07 0.3 63 4620 2.38 1.1

AMER. INDIAN + 07HER 165 25921 0.05 0.3 13 1483 2.19 1.2

NCHOOL TYPEs
PUBLIC 8400 2141403 0.12 0.5 1138 295133 2.65 1.1

PRIVATE 625 69241 0.03 0.1 116 5281 2.99 1.0

CATHOLIC 2055 185459 0.12 0.4 317 28828 2.85 1.0

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 2585 553057 0.17 0.7 447 98572 2.77 1.1

sevATH LaNTRAL 3156 723587 0.13 0.4 573 123523 2.72 1.1

:mi.' 3329 753856 0.07 0.3 337 63072 2.39 1.1

Wc,f 2010 365603 0.10 0.4 214 44076 2.72 1.1

FOLLOdqui CJARICULUMS
GENEkAL 3426 778497 0.07 0.2 344 76794 2.40 1.2

ACAOEMIC 5033 978591 0.14 0.4 946 183865 2.95 1.0

vOtATIONAL 2613 636726 0.13 0.4 280 68556 2.23 1.1

COMMUNITY TYPE:
LABAN 2384 437681 0.12 0.4 362 62056 2.32 1.1

SUBURBAN 5744 1184767 0.14 0.4 948 200566 2.71 1.1

RURAL 2952 773656 0.08 0.6 271 66621 2.91 1.0

BASE YEAR TEST SCORES:
LOW 2076 446554 0.05 0.3 154 26209 1.85 1.0

MIDDLE 5099 1121404 0.10 0.4 602 130371 2.47 1.1

HIGH 3222 672418 0.18 0.4 728 154684 3.00 1.0

GRADES:
MOSTLY A: HALF A AND El 3624 768314 0.14 0.4 648 138139 3.37 0.7

MOSTLY B 2432 521857 0.11 0.4 363 74747 2.55 1.0

HALF 8 AND C 2854 616658 0.11 0.7 340 73943 2.09 1.1

MOSTLY C OR BELOW 2110 476062 0.07 215 40979 1.65 1.0
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APPENDIX D-93

COMPUTER LITERACY

NUMBER OF COURSES PASSEO.1.00 AVERAGE GRADE IN COURSES ATTEMPTED
SAMPLE WEIGHTED

MEAN S.D.
SAMPLE

N
WEIGHTED

N MEAN S.D.--------
TOTAL 11080 2396103 0.01 0.1 258 50':156 2.81 1.1SEX:

MALE 5480 1163562 0.02 0.1 152 27200 2.66 1.1FEMALE 5600 1232541 0.01 0.1 106 23756 2.99 1.0
BASE YEAR SES:

LOW 2555 498104 0.01 0.1 34 7397 2.47 0.9MIDDLE 5150 1198970 0.01 0.1 107 24091 2.72 1.1HIGH 2992 622296 0.02 0.1 108 17986 3.07 0.9
RACE:

WHITE 7490 1894875 0.02 0.1 205 43778 2.89 1.0BLACK 1574 288245 0.01 0.1 33 5902 2.33 1.1ASIAN-AMERICAN 263 28321 0.01 0.1 6 349 3.98 9.2MEX.-AMER PUERTO RICAN 1118 103624 0.00 0.0 6 441 1.81 0.9OTHER HISPANIC 470 55116 0.00 0.1 6 324 2.32 1.4AMER. INDIAN OTHER 165 25921 0.00 0.0 2 161 0.41 0.2
SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 8400 2141403 0.01 0.1 146 41734 2.82 1.1PRIVATE 625 69241 0.00 0.0 34 628 3.07 1.0CATHOLIC 2055 185459 0.02 0.1 78 8593 2.78 1.0
GEOGRAPHIC REGION:

NORTHEAST 2585 553057 0.02 0.2 87 19032 2.92 1.1NORTH CENTRAL 3156 223581 0.02 0.1 109 21865 2.77 1.0SOUTH 3329 753856 0.00 0.1 32 4769 2.35 1.2WEST 2010 365603 0.01 0.1 30 5289 3.04 1.1
FOLLOWUP CURRICULUM:

GENERAL 3426 778497 0.01 0.1 . 38 10885 2.44 1.1ACADEMIC 5033 978591 0.02 0.1 183 30870 3.05 1.0VOCATIONAL 2613 636726 0.01 0.1 37 9200 2.45 1.1
COMMUNITY TYPE:

URBAN 2384 437681 0.01 0.1 49 6644 2.46 1.2SUBURBAN 5744 1184767 0.02 0.1 173 33566 2.83 1.0RURAL 2952 773656 0.01 0.1 36 10746 2.99 1.0
BASE YEAR TEST SCORES:

LOW 2076 446554 0.01 0.1 25 5182 2.04 1.2
MIDDLE 5079 1121404 0.01 0.1 94 21005 2.67 1.1
HIGH 3222 672418 0.02 0.1 129 23604 3.09 0.9

GRADES:
MOSTLY A: HALF A AND 8 3624 768314 0.02 0.1 115 23714 3.37 0.7MOSTLY B 2432 521857 0.01 0.1 50 8230 2.69 1.0
HALF B ANO C 2854 616658 0.01 0.1 48 9171 2.67 0.9MOSTLY C OR BELOW MO 476062 0.01 0.1 44 9317 1.75 1.0
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APPENDIX D-94

COMPUTER PROGRAMMING

NUMBER OF COURSES PASSEDMImrMMh AVERAGE

SAMPLE
N

GliA0E IN COURSES ATTEMPTED

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
MEAN S.D.

WC647C0
N MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 11080 2396103 0.04 0.2 661 141237 2.77 1.1

GEX:
MALE 5480 1163562 0.05 0.2 410 77356 2.66 1.1

FEMALE 5600 1232541 0.03 0.2 251 531 2.93 1.0

BASE YEAR SES:
LOW 2555 498104 0.02 0.1 84 12396 2.41 1.2

MIDDLE 5150 1198970 0.04 0.2 312 651,60 2.75 1.1

HIGH 2992 622296 0.06 0.2 253 52834 2.88 1.1

RACE:
WHITE 7490 1894875 0.04 0.2 492 114770 2.81 1.1

BLACK 1574 288245 0.02 0.2 82 8299 2.14 1.2

ASIAN-AMERICAN 263 28321 0.10 0.3 24 3162 3.14 0.9

MEX.-AMER PUERTO RICAN 1118 103624 0.03 0.2 32 2721 2.50 1.1

OTHER HISPANIC 470 55116 0.03 0.2 26 1731 2.7? 0.9

AMER. INDIAN OTHER 165 25921 0.02 0.1 5 555 2.10 0.3

BCOODL TYPE:
PUBLIC 8400 2141403 0.04 0.2 428 111441 2.76 1.1

PRIVATE 625 69241 0.01 0.1 32 2514 3.00 1.1

CATHOLIC 2055 185459 0.07 0.3 201 17282 2.79 1.1

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 2585 553057 0.06 0.2 213 43020 2.84 1.1

NORTH CENTRAL 3156 723587 0.05 0.2 261 54650 2.8' 1.0

SOUTH 3329 753856 0.01 0.1 88 12024 2.68 1.1

WEST 2010 365603 0.05 0.2 99 21543 2.50 1.1

FOLLOWUP CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 3426 778497 0.03 0.1 152 30567 2.38 1.2

ACADEMIC 5033 978591 0.06 0.2 436 85362 3.00 1.0

VOCATIONAL 2613 636726 0.02 0.2 73 15308 2.28 1.0

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 2384 437681 0.03 0.2 132 18029 2.48 1.0

SUBURBAN 5744 1184767 0.06 0.2 437 88395 2.73 1.1

RURAL 2952 773656 0.02 0.1 92 24813 3.11 1.0

BASE YEAR TEST SCORES:
LOW 2076 446554 0.01 0.1 38 5480 2.05 1.1

MIDDLE 5099 1121404 0.03 0.2 259 49443 2.43 1.1

HIGH 3222 672418 0.07 0.3 329 69618 3.05 1.0

GRADES:
MOSTLY Ai HALF A AND 8 3624 768314 0.05 0.2 268 55365 3.48 0.6

MOSTLY 8 2432 521857 0.04 0.2 168 34006 2.60 1.0

HALF 8 AND C 2854 6.6658 0.03 0.2 137 27016 2.13 1.1

MOSTLY C OR BELOW 2110 476062 0.02 0.26417
86

14056 1.65 1.0



APPENDIX D-95

OP C APPLICATION

NUMBER OF COURSES PASSED
AVERAGE GRADE IN COURSES ATTEMPTED

-4MPLE WEIGHTED
MEAN S.D.

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
MEAN S.D.

TUAL 11000 2396103 0.06 0.4 739 166177 2.58 1.1
SEX:

MALE 5480 1163562 0.06 0.5 360 81365 2.51 1.2FEMALE 5600 1232541 0.05 0.3 379 84812 2.66 1.1
BASE YEAR SES:

LOW 2555 498104 0.06 0.4 161 30762 2.42 1.1MIDDLE 5150 1198970 0.06 0.5 358 86604 2.56 1.2HIGH 2992 622296 0.05 0.2 206 45614 2.76 1.1
RACE:

WHITE 7490 1894875 0.06 0.4 482 133018 2.67 1.1BLACK 1574 288245 0.06 0.4 111 19105 2.04 1.1ASIAN-AMERICAN 263 28321 0.13 0.4 30 3762 3.10 0.9MEX.-AMER + PUERTO RICAN 1118 103624 0.04 0.2 70 6129 2.34 1.0OTHER HISPANIC 470 55116 0.04 0.2 39 3249 2.31 1.2AMER. INDIAN OTHER 165 25921 0.03 0.2 7 914 2.35 1.4
SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC
PRIVATE

8400
625

2141403
69241

0.06
0.01

0.4
0.1

632
51

159432
2265

2.56
2.97

1.1
0.8CATHOLIC 2055 185459 0.02 0.1 56 4479 3.08 0.8

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NOkTHEAST 2585 553057 0.09 0.7 184 44626 2.67 1.1NORTH CENTRAL 3156 723587 0.05 0.3 227 52590 2.63 1.1SOUTH 3329 753856 0.05 0.3 222 47914 2.32 1.1mEST 2010 365603 0.05 0.2 96 21047 2.88 1.0

FOLLUWUP CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 3426 778497 0.03 0.2 169 39017 2.42 1.1ACADEMIC 5033 978591 0.06 0.2 372 77002 2.91 1.1VOCATIONAL 2613 636726 0.09 0.7 197 50130 2.20 1.1

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 2384 437681 0.08 0.3 201 41654 2.24 1.1SUBURBAN 5744 1184767 0.06 0.3 388 91292 2.67 1.1RURAL 2952 773656 0.05 0.5 150 33230 2.77 1.0

BASE YEAR TEST SCORES:
LOW 2076 446554 0.03 0.2 105 17018 1.74 0.9MIDDLE 5099 1121404 0.03 0.3 283 68889 2.47 1.1HIGH 3222 672418 0.08 0.3 308 70105 2.94 1.1

GRADES:
MOSTLY As HALF A AND 8 3624 768314 0.07 0.3 300 67627 3.32 0.8MOSTLY 8 2432 521857 0.06 0.3 161 35606 7.45 0.9HALF 8 AND C 2854 616658 0.07 0.6 173 41755 1.98 1.0MOSTLY C OR OELOW 2110 476062 0.04 0.2 102 20514 1.65 1.0
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APPENDIX E-1

UP TO NON. HOW MUCH COURSE WORK WILL YOU HAVE TAKEN IN ENGLISH OR LITERATURE?
(0=NONE; 3=MORE THAN 1 YEAR (SOPHO(IORES); 7=MORE THAN 3 YEARS (SENIORS))

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 21417 2749651 2.23 0.6 5.84 1.1 0.9 3.6* 4.1

SEX:
MALE 10454 1365034 2.23 0.6 5.77 1.2 0.9 3.5* 3.7

FEMALE 10963 1384617 2.23 0.6 5.90 1.0 0.8 3.7* 4.5

SES:
LOW 4796 575775 2.21 0.6 5.71 1.3 1.0 3.5* 3.5

MIDDLE 10319 1371395 2.23 0.6 5.81 1.1 0.9 3.6* 4.0

HIGH 5612 721844 2.24 0.5 5.99 0.9 0.7 3.7* 5.1
,

MACE:
MITE 15682 2160094 2.22 0.6 5.83 1.1 0.9 3.6* 4.2

BLACK 2725 337769 2.23 0.7 5.92 1.2 1.0 3.7* 3.8

ASIAN-AMERICAN 292 31896 2.23 0.6 6.02 1.0 0.9 3.8* 4.4

AMERICAN INDIAN 179 22857 2.31 0.6 5.77 1.3 1.0 3.5* 3.3

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1522 104803 2.22 0.7 5.53 1.4 1.1 3.3* 3.0

PUERTO RICAN 235 22018 2.22 0.7 6.00 1.2 1.0 3.8* 3.9

OTHER HISPANIC 747 65365 2.23 0.6 5.81 1.3 1.0 3.6* 3.5

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 18552 2478232 2.23 0.6 5.81 1.1 0.9 3.6* 3.9

PRIVATE 665 79035 2.12 0.5 6.07 3.8 0.6 3.9* 6.1

CATHOLIC 2200 192384 2.27 0.6 6.10 0.8 0.7 3.8* 5.6

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4739 626255 2.21 0.5 6.08 0.8 0.7 3.9* 5.6

NORTH CENTRAL 6363 815303 2.24 0.6 5.56 1.3 1.0 3.3* 3.2

SOUTH 6618 878154 2.23 0.6 5.97 1.0 0.8 3.7* 4.6

NEST 3697 429939 2.21 0.6 5.74 1.2 0.9 3.5* 3.8

CUkRICULUM:
GENERAL 6986 901141 2.22 0.6 5.76 1.2 0.9 3.5* 3.8

ACADEMIC 8884 1107416 2.24 0.5 6.05 0.8 0.7 3.8* 5.5

VOCATIONAL 5437 727475 2.22 0.6 5.61 1.3 1.0 34* 3.3

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4360 516491 2.22 0.6 5.86 1.1 0.9 3.6* 4.0

SUBURBAN 10699 1337608 2.22 0.6 5.88 1.1 0.9 3.7* 4.3

RURAL 6358 895552 2.25 0.6 5.76 1.2 0.9 3.5* 3.8

60



APPENDIX E-2.

UP TO NOW, MON MUCH COURSE WORK WILL YOU HAVE TAKEN IN HISTORY OR SOCIAL STUDIES?(0=NONE: IV:ORE THAN 1 YEAR (SOrNOMORESI; 7=MORE THAN 3 YEARS (rNIORS))

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
NHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.O.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN G.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZETOTAL 20702 2661873 1.59 1.0 4.59 1.5 1.3 3.0* 2.3SEX:

MALE 10093 1318014 1.63 1.0 4.57 1.6 1.3 2.9* 2.2
FEMALE 10609 1343859 1,55 1.0 4.62 1.5 1.3 3.2* 2.4SES:
LOW 4670 560619 1.61 1.0 4.48 1.6 1.3 2.9* *.1
MIDDLE 9951 1325072 1,50 1.0 4.58 1.5 1.3 3.0* 2.3
HIGH 5409 697662 1.59 1.0 4.73 1.5 1.3 3.1* 2.5RACE:
N81/TE 15190 2093912 1.58 1.0 4.61 1.5 1.3 3.0* 2.3
SLACK 2601 323989 1.68 1.1 4.49 1.7 1.4 2.8* 2.0
ASIAN-AMER/CAN 283 31173 1.48 1.1 4.87 1.5 1.3 3.4* 2.6
AMERICAN /NO/AN 172 22293 1.66 1.0 4.68 1.7 1.4 3.0* 2.1
MEXICAN-ARER/CAN 1481 102537 1.52 1.0 4.38 1.6 1.4 2.9* 2.1
PUERTO RICAN 229 22335 1.85 1.0 4.81 1.5 1.2 3.0* 2.4
OTHER HISPANIC 712 61765 1.61 1.2 4.55 1.6 1.4 2.9* 2.2SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 17937 2397539 1.57 1.0 .57 1.5 1.3 3.0* 2.3
PR/VATE 634 77292 1.81 0.8 4.84 1.4 1.2 3.0* 2.6
CATHOLIC 2131 187042 1.71 1.0 4.78 1.5 1.3 3.1* 2.4GEOGRAPHIC REG/ON:
NORTHEAST 4,97 608742 1.94 0.8 4.98 1.4 1.2 3.0* 2.6
NORTH CENTRAL 6204 795698 2.45 1.1 4.55 1.6 1.3 3.1* 2.3
SOUTH 6327 842666 1.58 1.1 4.35 1.6 1.3 2.8* 2.1
WEST 3574 414767 1.37 1.1 4.61 1.5 1.3 3.2* 2.5CURRICULUM:

.

-GENERAL 6758 871549 1.56 1.1 4.54 1.6 1.3 3.0* 2.2
ACADEMIC 8585 1073707 2.62 2.0 4.80 1.4 1.2 3.2* 2.5
VOCAT/ONAL 5251 703469 1.58 1.0 4.35 1.6 1.3 2.8* 2.1COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4216 498683 1.59 1.0 4.55 1.6 1.3 3.0* 2.2
SUBURBAN 10272 1287226 1.57 1.0 4.63 1.5 1.3 3.1* 2.4
RURAL 6214 875965 1.61 1.0 4.57 1.6 1.3 3.0* 2.2

651



APPENDIX E-3

UP TO NOW. HOW MUCH COURSE WORK WILL YOU HAVE TAKEN IN NATHEMATICS?
(MOW 3*MORE THAN 1 YEAR (SOPHOMORES); 'MORE THAN 3 YEARS (SENIORS))

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED ft1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.O.

TOTAL 21508 2759312 2.04 0.8

Sal
MALE 10522 13,3429 2.07 0.8

FEMALE 10986 1385883 2.01 0.e

LON 4805 577315 1.97 0.9

MIDDLE 10344 1373179 2.01 o a

HIGH 5644 725079 2.15 0.7

RACE:
WHITE 15692 2160516 2.01 0.8

BLACK 2777 344485 2.17 0.8

ASIAN-AMERICAN 292 31896 2.18 0.7

AMERICAN INDIAN 177 22914 2.13 0.8

MEXICAN-ANERICAN 1539 106066 2.07 0.8

PUERTO RICAN 241 23729 2.18 0.7

OTHER HISPANIC 756 65842 2.08 0.8

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 18620 2486789 2.02 0.8

PRIVATE 669 79274 2.06 0.6

CATHOLIC 2219 193249 2.26 0.6

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4760 627297 2.13 0.7

NORTH CENTRAL 6367 815917 1.93 0.9

SOUTH 6665 884806 2.11 0.7

WEST 3716 431292 1.97 0.8

CURRICULUM;
GENERAL 7018 903562 1.94 0.9

ACADENIC 8918 1111428 2.19 0.6

VOCATIONAL 5456 730147 1.94 0.9

ICOMUNITYTYPEs
1. URBAN
r SUBURBAN

4389
10765

519749
1344496

2.09
2.05

0.8
0.8

RURAL 6354 895068 1.99 0.9

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

4.18 1.9 1.5 2.1* 1.5

4.33 1.9 1.5 2.3* 1.5
4.03 1.9 1.4 2.0* 1.4

3.76 1.9 1.5 1.8* 1.2

4.03 1.9 1.5 2.0* 1.4

4.81 1.8 1.3 2.7* 2.0

4.14 1.9 1.5 2.1* 1.4

4.41 1.7 1.3 2.2* 1.7

5.10 1.8 1.4 2.9* 2.2

3.96 1.8 1.4 1.8* 1.3

3.86 1.8 1.4 1.8* 1.3

4.54 1.6 1.2 2.4* 1.9

4.18 1.8 1.4 2.1* 1.5

4.09 1.9 1.5 2.1* 1.4

4.81 1.8 1.4 2.7* 2.0

5.04 1.6 1.2 2.8* 2.3

4.72 1.8 1.4 2.6* 1.9

3.82 2.0 1.6 1.9* 1.2

4.20 1.8 1.4 2.1* 1.3

4.00 1.8 1.4 2.0* 1.4

3.68 1.8 1.4 1.7* 1.2

5.10 1.6 1.2 2.9* 2.4

3.41 1.8 1.4 1.5* 1.0

4.35 1.8 1.4 2.3* 1.6

4.31 1.9 1.4 2.3* 1.6

3.87 1.9 1.5 1.9* 1.3

652



APPENDIX E-4

UP TO NOW, HON MUCH COURSE WORK WILL YOU HAVE TAKEN IN SCIENCE?
(0=NONE; 3=MORE THAN 1 YEAR (SOPHO(IORES); 7=MORE THAN 3 YEARS (SENIORS))

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 2982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

TOTAL 20313 2608223 1.81 0.9 3.47 2.0 1.5 1.7*
SEX:

MALE 9901 1292825 1.84 0.9 3.62 2.0 1.5 1.8*FEMALE 10412 1315398 1.77 0.9 3.33 1.9 1.5 1.6*
SES:

LOW 4493 538159 1.70 1.0 2.97 2.8 1.5 1.3*MIDDLE 9779 1301556 1.80 0.9 3.35 1.9 1.5 1.64HIGH 5392 693235 1.93 0.8 4.15 1.9 2.5 2.2*
RACE:

WHITE 14919 2055937 1.81 0.9 3.50 2.0 1.5 1.7*BLACK 2536 313844 2.80 1.0 3.39 1.8 1.5 1.6*ASIAN-AMERICAN 283 30892 1.82 0.9 4.45 1.8 1.4 2.6*AMERICAN /NDIAN 168 21857 2.82 1.0 3.38 1.8 1.5 1.6*MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1442 99294 1.68 1.0 3.00 1.7 1.4 1.3*PUERTO RICAN 221 20912 1.95 0.9 3.80 1.9 1.5 1.8*OTHER HISPANIC 712 62870 1.76 0.9 3.34 1.8 1.4 1.6*
SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 17548 2345855 1.78 0.9 3.40 2.0 1.5 1.6*PRIVATE 633 75713 2.02 0.7 4.15 1.8 1.4 2.1*CATHOLIC 2132 186656 2.03 0.7 4.15 1.8 1.4 2.1*
GEOGRAPHIC REGION:

NORTHEAST 4499 593658 1.97 0.8 4.03 2.0 2.5 2.1*NORTH CENTRAL 6060 777012 1.69 1.0 3.20 2.0 1.6 1.5*SOUTH 6251 829202 1.88 0.9 3.40 1.8 1.4 1.5*WEST 3503 408351 2.65 0.9 3.33 1.8 1.4 1.7*
CURRICULUM:

GENERAL 6596 850858 1.73 0.9 2.98 1.8 1.4 1.3*ACADEMIC 8549 1066464 1.98 0.8 4.45 1.8 1.4 2.5*VOCATIONAL 5067 678518 1.63 1.0 2.56 1.7 1.4 0.9*
COMMUNITY TYPE:

URBAN 4120 486455 1.76 0.9 3.53 2.9 1.5 1.8*SUBURBAN 10152 1270317 1.79 0.9 3.55 2.0 1.5 1.8*RURAL 6041 851451 2.86 0.9 3.34 1.9 1.5 1.5*

653

EFFECT
SIZE

1.1

1.1
1.0

0.9
1.0
1.5

1.1
2.2
1.8
1.1
1.0
1.3
1.1

1.1
1.5
1.5

1.3
0.9
1.1
1.2

0.9
1.8
0.7

1.2
1.1
2.0



APPENDIX E-5

UP TO NOW, HOW MUCH COURSE WORK WILL YOU HAVE TAKEN IN SPANISH?
(0=NONE; 3=MORE THAN 1 YEAR (SOPHOMORES); 7WORE THAN 3 YEARS (SENIORS))

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL /N SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
NNO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 18605 2378425 0.54 1.0 0.96 1.7 1.4 0.4* 0.3

SEX:
HALE 8920 1155771 0.48 0.9 0.83 1.6 1.3 0.3* 0.3

FEMALE 9685 1222654 0.58 1.0 1.08 1.8 1.4 0.5* 0.3

SES:
LOW 4211 501130 0.39 0.8 0.68 1.4 1.2 0.3* 0.3

MIDDLE 9020 1193480 0.50 0.9 0.89 1.6 1.3 0.4* 0.3

HIGH 4791 616186 0.72 1.1 1.33 1.9 1.6 0.6* 0.4

RACE:
WHIT4L 13574 1867837 0.51 0.9 0.91 1.7 1.4 0.4* 0.3

BLM2c 2327 287260 0.54 1.0 0.94 1.6 1.3 0.4* 0.3

ASIAN-AMERICAN 261 28622 0.89 1.1 1.68 2.1 1.7 0.8* 0.3

AMERICAN INDIAN 145 18580 0.27 0.7 0.48 1.1 0.9 0.2 0.2

MEXICAN-AMER/CAN 1398 95797 0.68 1.0 1.34 1.8 1.4 0.7* 0.5

PUERTO RICAN 201 19700 1.14 1.2 2.00 2.2 1.8 0.9* 0.5

OTHER HISPANIC 670 57465 0.69 1.1 1.29 1.9 1.6 0.6* 0.4

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 16101 2141277 0.49 0.9 0.88 1.6 1.3 0.4* 0.3

PRIVATE 522 64567 0.49 0.9 1.10 2.0 1.5 0.6* 0.4

CATHOLIC 1982 172581 1.10 1.2 1.88 2.1 1.7 0.8* 0.5

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4007 528329 0.81 1.1 1.38 2.0 1.6 0.6* 0.4

NORTH CENTRAL 5679 730733 0.44 0.9 0.74 1.5 1.2 0.3* 0.2

SOUTH 5647 746694 0.38 0.8 0.74 1.5 1.2 0.4* 0.3

WEST 3272 372669 0.64 1.0 1.23 1.8 1.5 0.6* 0.4

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6061 777272 0.38 0.8 0.67 1.4 1.1 0.3* 0.3

ACADEMIC 7737 962126 0.80 1.1 1.52 2.0 1.6 0.7* 0.4

VOCATIONAL 4719 628306 0.32 0.8 0.46 1.1 1.0 0.1* 0.1

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3789 444813 0.62 1.0 1.12 1.8 1.4 0.5* 0.3

SUBURBAN 9248 1152390 0.62 1.0 1.09 1.8 1.4 0.5* 0.3

RURAL 5568 781223 0.37 0.8 0.67 1.4 1.2 0.3* 0.3

654



APPENDIX E-6

UP TO NOW. HOW MUCH COURSE WORK WILL YOU HAVE TAKEN IN FRENCH;
(OwNONE) 3=MORE THAN 1 YEAR (SOPHOMORES)) 7:IMRE THAN 3 YEARS (SENIORS))

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
NHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 18487 2366476 0.32 0.8 0.61 1.5 1.2 0.3* 0.2
SEX:

MALE 8853 1148960 0.25 0.7 0.45 1.3 1.0 0.2* 0.2FEMALE 9634 1217516 0.38 0.8 0.75 1.6 1.3 0.4* 0.3
WS:

LON 4187 501473 0.18 0.6 0.33 1.0 0.8 0.2* Oamom 8943 1186405 0.26 0.7 0.51 1.3 1.1 0.2* 0.2HIGH 4792 613595 0.55 1.0 1.06 1.9 1.5 0.5* 0.3
RACE:

WHITE 13557 1862333 0.34 0.8 0.65 1.5 1.2 0.3* 0.3BLACK 2299 285406 0.23 0.7 0.46 1.2 1.0 0.2* 0.eASIAN-AMERICAN 264 28518 0.54 1.0 1.14 2.0 1.5 0.6* 0.4AMERICAN INDIAN 143 18286 0.10 0.4 0.32 1.2 0.9 0.2 0.2MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1351 93390 0.13 0.5 0.23 0.9 0.7 0.1* 0.1PUERTO RICAN 188 18217 0.27 0.7 0.48 1.2 1.0 0.2 0.2OTHER HISPANIC 656 57106 0.18 0.6 0.35 1.1 0.9 0.2* 0.2
SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 16025 2135394 0.28 0.7 0.53 1.4 1.1 .3* 0.2PRIVATE 571 65330 0.72 1.0 1.56 2.3 1.8 o.a* 0.5CATHOLIC 1891 165751 0.65 1.0 1.15 1.9 1.6 0.E* 0.3
GEOGRAPHIC REGION:

NORTHEAST 3948 516075 0.56 1.0 1.01 1.8 1.5 0.5* 0.3NORTH CENTRAL 5672 729777 0.23 0.7 0.42 1.2 1.0 0.2* 0.2SOUTH 5636 747460 0.27 0.7 0.54 1.3 1.1 0.3w 0.3WEST 3231 373163 0.24 0.7 0.55 1.4 1.1 0.3* 0.3
CURRICULIR1:

GENERAL 6028 776112 0.16 0.6 0.32 1.0 0.8 0.2* 0.2ACADEMIC 7676 952823 0.56 1.0 1.10 1.9 1.5 0.5* 0.4VOCATIONAL 4691 626415 0.14 0.5 0.22 0.8 0.7 0.1* 0.1
COMUNITY TYPE:

URBAN 3746 441252 0.30 0.8 0.59 1.4 1.1 0.3* 0.3SUBURBAN 9169 1144580 0.37 0.8 0.71 1.6 1.3 0.3* 0.3RURAL 5572 780644 0.24 0.7 0.46 1.3 1.0 0.2* 0.2

655



APPENDIX E- 7

UP TO ROW, HOW MUCH COURSE WORK WILL YOU HAVE TAKEN IN GERMAN?
(0=NONE) 3=MORE THAN 1 YEAR (SOPHOMORES)) 7=MORE THAN 3 YEARS (SENIORS))

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 17906 2300787 0.11 0.5 0.18 0.9 0.7 0.1* 0.1

SEX:
MALE 8625 1124739 0.12 0.5 0.20 0.9 0.7 0.1* 0.1

FEMALE 9281 1176048 0.10 0.5 0.17 0.8 0.7 0.1* 0.1

SES:
LOW 4129 495175 0.05 0.3 0.07 0.5 0.4 0.0 0.1

MIDDLE 8721 1159072 0.10 0.5 0.16 0.8 0.6 0.1* 0.1

HIGH 4494 581192 0.19 0.6 0.35 1.2 1.0 0.2* 0.2

RACE:
WHITE 13145 1812392 0.12 0.5 0.21 0.9 0.7 0.1* 0.1

BLACK 2211 275084 0.07 0.4 0.08 0.5 0.5 0.0 0.0

ASIAN-AMERICAN 249 27264 0.11 0.5 0.30 1.2 0.9 0.2 0.2

AMERICAN INDIAN 142 18389 0.04 0.3 0.10 0.6 0.5 0.1 0.1

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1322 91292 0.03 0.2 0.02 0.3 0.3 -0.0 -0.0

PUERTO RICAN 180 17493 0.04 0.3 0.01 0.2 0.3 -0.0 -0.1

OTHER HISPANIC 630 56031 0.06 0.4 0.05 0.5 0.5 -0.0 -0.0

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 15618 2081765 0.10 0.5 0.18 0.8 0.7 0.1* 6.1

PRIVATE 484 60496 0.22 0.7 0.40 1.4 1.1 0.2 0.2

CATHOLIC 1802 158526 0.14 0.5 0.19 0.9 0.7 0.1 0.1

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 3723 489320 0.11 0.5 0.18 0.9 0.7 0.1* 0.1

NORTH CENTRAL 5580 721488 0.12 0.5 0.20 0.9 0.7 0.1* 0.1

SOUTH 5455 726739 0.07 0.4 0.12 0.7 0.6 0.0* 0.1

WEST 3148 363240 0.15 0.6 0.29 1.1 0.9 0.1* 0.2

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 5932 764245 0.07 0.4 0.11 0.6 0.5 0.0* 0.1

ACADEMIC 7230 903006 0.17 0.6 0.33 1.2 0.9 0.2* 0.2

VOCATIONAL 4653 622452 0.06 0.4 0.07 0.5 0.4 0.0 0.0

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3609 425920 0.12 0.5 0.18 0.8 0.7 0.1* 0.1

SUBURBAN 8828 1108554 0.14 0.5 0.24 1.0 0.8 0.1* 0.1

RURAL 5469 766312 0.06 0.4 iNrw ei.oab 0.11 0.7 0.5 0.0* 0.1



APP.ENDIX E- 8

UP TO NOW, )104 MUCH COURSE WORK MILL YOU HAVE TAKEN IN BUSINESS, OFFICE: OR SALES?
(0=NO1E) 3=NORE THAN 1 YEAR (SOPHOMORES); 7=MORE THAN 3 YEARS (SENIORS))

LONGITUDINAL CONPARISONS FOR THOSE ST/LL /N SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 19374 2480754 0.65 0.9 2.14 2.2 1.7 1.5* 0.9

SEX:
MALE 9134 1186090 0.41 0.8 1.32 1.7 1.3 0.9* 0.7FEMALE 10240 1294664 0.87 1.0 2.90 2.3 1.8 2.0* 1.1

SES:
LOW 4384 523718 0.67 1.0 2.22 2.3 1.7 1.6* 0.9MIDDLE 9391 1242683 0.71 1.0 2.30 2.2 1.7 1.6* 0.9HIGH 5001 645181 0.53 0.9 1.81 2.0 1.5 1.3* 0.8

RACE:
WHITE 14195 1953266 0.67 1.0 2.21 2.2 1.7 1.5* 0.9BLACK 2410 E96814 0.58 0.9 1.99 2.1 1.6 1.4* 0.9AS/AN-AMERICAN 271 29706 0.42 0.8 1.41 1.8 1.4 1.0* 0.7AMERICAN INDIAN 151 19687 0.68 1.0 1.86 2.2 1.7 1.2* 0.7MEXICAN-ANERICAN 1423 97478 0.50 0.9 1.86 2.1 1.6 1.4* 0.9PUERTO RICAN 207 20092 0.44 0.8 1.57 1.9 1.5 1.1* 0.8OTHER HISPANIC 686 60276 0.59 1.0 1.99 2.1 1.7 1.4* 0.8

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 16821 2238736 0.68 1.0 2.17 2.2 1:7 1.5* 0.9PRIVATE 534 65266 0.43 0.8 1.37 1.9 1.4 0.9* 0.7CATHOLIC 2019 176752 0.34 0.7 2.05 1.9 1.5 1.7* 1.2

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4114 540707 0.61 1.0 2.02 2.2 1.7 1.4* 0.8NORTH CENTRAL 5981 768409 0.75 1.0 2.40 2.2 1.7 1.7* 1.0SOUTH 5879 778992 0.62 0.9 2.05 2.2 1.7 1.4* 0.9NEST 3400 392645 0.57 0.9 1.99 2.1 1.6 1.4* 0.9

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL
ACADEMIC
VOCATIONAL

6342
7976
4958

816476
991633
660904

0.65
0.52
0.84

0.9
0.9
1.0

2.10
1.78
2.74

2.1
1.9
2.5

1.6
1.5
1.9

1.5*
1.3*
1.9*

0.9
0.8
1.0

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN
SUBURBAN
RURAL

3944
9612
5818

463539
1200447
816768

0.56
C.63
0.73

0.9
0.9
1.0

2.00
2.09
2.30

2.2
2.2
2.2

1.7 ,
1.7
1.7

1.4*
1.5*
1.6*

0.9
0.9
0.9
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APPENDIX E-9

UP TO NOW, HOW MUCH COURSE WORK NILL YOU HAVE TAKEN IN TECHNICAL COURSES?
(0=NONE) 3=MORE THAN 1 YEAR (SOPHOMORES); 7=MORE THAN 3 YEARS (SENIORS))

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SEN/ORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 18633 2365912 0.25 0.7 0.70 1.6 1.2 0.4* 0.4

SEX:
MALE 9015 1169968 0.40 0.8 1.12 1.9 1.5 0.7* 0.5FEMALE 9618 1215944 0.10 0.4 0.29 1.0 0.8 0.2* 0.2

SES:
LOW 4205 503339 0.24 0.7 0.6S 1.5 1.2 0.4* 0.4MIDDLE 9031 1194716 0.26 0.7 0.74 1.6 1.2 0.5* 0.4HIGH 4817 620174 0.24 0.7 0.65 1.5 1.2 0.4* 0.4

RACE:
WHITE 13651 1877247 0.24 0.7 0.70 1.6 1.2 0.5* 0.4BLACK 2309 284941 0.29 0.7 0.69 1.5 1.2 0.4* 0.3
ASIAN-AMERICAN 262 28733 0.34 0.8 0.77 1.7 1.3 0.4* 0.3
AMERICAN INDIAN 143 18675 0.38 0.8 0.85 1.7 1.3 0.5 0.4
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1374 94533 0.21 0.6 0.62 1.4 1.1 0.4* 0.4
PUERTO RICAN 196 19662 0.29 0.5 0.44 1.1 1.0 0.2 0.2
OTHER HISPANIC 667 58789 0.32 0.8 0.92 1.8 1.4 0.6* 0.4

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 16168 2153055 0.27 0.7 0.74 1.6 1.2 0.5* 0.4
PRIVATE 525 62004 0.1L 0.4 0.37 1.0 0.8 0.3* 0.3
CATHOLIC 1940 170852 0.1.1 0.5 0.32 1.0 0.8 0.2* 0.3

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 3957 519052 0.27 0.7 0.72 1.6 1.3 0.5* 0.4
NORTH CENTRAL 5783 744381 0.28 0.7 0.77 1.6 1.2 0.5* 0.4
SOUTH 5641 748414 0.19 0.6 0.54 1.4 1.1 0.4* 0.3
WEST 3252 374065 0.29 0.7 0.83 1.6 1.3 0.5* 0.4

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6101 784110 0.25 0.7 0.65 1.5 1.1 0.4* 0.4
ACADEMIC 7726 961438 0.20 0.6 0.52 1.3 1.0 0.3* 0.3
VOCATIONAL 4715 629455 0.33 0.8 1.04 1.9 1.5 0.7* 0.5

COMMIT TYPE:
URBAN 3810 449149 0.29 0.7 0.66 1.5 1.2 0.4* 0.3

V SUBURBAN 9253 1156716 0.25 0.7 0.71 1.6 1.2 0.5* 0.4
RURAL 5570 780047 0.23 0.7 0.70 1.6 1.2 0.5* 0.4
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APPENDIX E-10

UP TO NOW, HOW MUCH COURSE WORK WILL YOU HAVE TAKEN IN YKAZE ANU INDUSTRY?
(0=NONE; 3=1IORE THAN 1 YEAR (SOPHOMORES); 7=MORE THAN 3 '(E.AAS IGEN/ORS))

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCWOL'IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOHORES.
MHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SENIOPS

MEAN S.O.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 18868 2418572 0.32 0.8 0.99 1.9 1.5 0.7* 0.5

SEX:
MALE 9160 1193475 0.56 1.0 1.70 2.3 1.8 1.1* 0.6
FEMALE 9708 1225096 0.09 0.4 0.30 1.0 0.8 0.2* 0.3

SES: 1

LON 4283 511952 0.34 0.8 1.07 2.0 1.5 0.7* 0.5
MIDDLE 9156 1212707 0.35 0.8 1.09 2.0 1.5 0.7* 0.5
HIGH 4836 624184 0.24 0.7 0.71 1.6 1.3 0.5* 0.4

RACE:
WHITE 13797 2900009 0.33 0.8 1.01 1.9 1.5 0.7* 0.5
BLACK 2359 292763 0.32 0.8 0.95 1.9 1.4 0.6* 0.4
ASIAN-AMERICAN 264 29140 0.21 0.6 0.60 1.4 1.1 0.4* 0.4
AMERICAN INDIAN 149 18916 0.49 0.9 1.21 2.0 1.5 0.7* 0.5
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1400 95762 0.28 0.7 0.95 1.8 1.4 0.7* 0.5
PUERTO RICAN 197 19212 0.22 0.6 0.65 1.6 1.3 0.4* 0.3
OTHER HISPANIC 670 59277 0.33 0.8 0.93 1.8 1.4 0.6* 0.4

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 16405 2187416 0.35 0.8 1.07 2.0 1.5 0.7* 0.5
PRIVATE 521 61731 0.10 0.4 0.41 1.2 0.9 0.3* 0.3
CATHOLIC 1942 169425 0.05 0.3 0.22 0.8 0.6 0.2* 0.3

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 3994 525115 0.34 0.8 0.99 2.0 1.5 0.6* 0.4
NORTH CENTRAL 5864 755173 0.40 0.8 1.13 2.0 1.6 0.7* 0.5
SOUTH 5707 756731 0.24 0.7 0.80 1.7 1.3 0.6* 0.4
WEST 3303 381554 0.32 0.8 1.10 2.0 1.5 0.8* 0.5

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6224 801095 0.36 0.8 1.09 1.9 1.5 0.7* 0.5
ACADENIC 7736 963038 0.17 0.6 0.48 1.3 1.0 0.3* 0.3
VOCATIONAL 4813 642746 0.49 0.9 1.65 2.4 1.8 1.2* 0.6

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3852 455720 0.32 0.8 0.95 1.9 1.5 0.6* 0.4
SUBURBAN 9322 1166997 0.31 0.8 0.94 1.9 1.4 0.6* 0.4
RURAL 5694 795855 0.34 0.8 1.10 2.0 1.5 0.8* o.s
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APPENDIX E- 11

UP TO NOW, HOW MUCH COURSE WORK N/LL YOU HAVE TAKEN IN OTHER VOCATIONAL COURSES?
(0=NONE; 3=MORE THAN 1 YEAR (SOPHOMORES); 7=MORE THAN 3 YEARS (SENIORS))

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE ST/LL /N SCHOOL /N 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOMMOMORES
NHO STAYED /N SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
S/ZE

TOTAL 19121 2450188 0.59 1.0 1.24 2.0 1.6 0.6* 0.4
SEX:

MALE 9201 1197818 0.67 1.0 1.34 2.1 1.7 0.7* 0.4FEMALE 9920 1252370 0.52 0.9 1.15 1.9 1.5 0.6* 0.4
SES:

LOW 4344 519984 0.65 1.0 1.47 2.1 1.7 0.8* 0.5MIDDLE 9268 1227344 0.61 1.0 1.30 2.1 1.6 0.7* 0.4H/GH 4909 632960 0.52 0.9 0.94 1.8 1.4 0.4* 0.3

RACE:
WHITE 13979 1924024 0.58 1.0 1.21 2.0 1.6 0.6* 0.4SLACK 2419 299991 0.66 1.0 1.37 2.0 1.6 0.7* 0.4AS/AN-AMER/CAN 263 28612 0.62 1.0 0.94 1.7 1.4 O. 0.2AMER/CAN IND/AN 153 20385 0.76 1.1 1.35 1.9 1.5 0.6* 0.4MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1397 94819 0.59 1.0 1.35 2.0 1.6 0.8* 0.5PUERTO R/CAN 202 20010 0.48 0.9 1.04 1.9 1.5 0.6* 0.4OTHER HISPANIC 676 58878 0.70 1.0 1.45 2.2 1.7 0.8* 0.4

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 16588 2210577 0.61 1.0 1.29 2.0 1.6 0.7* 0.4FR/VATE 551 65554 0.51 0.9 0.97 1.8 1.4 0.5* 0.3CATHOLIC 1982 174057 0.46 0.9 0.77 1.7 1.4 0.3* 0.2

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 3994 524469 0.43 0.9 0.87 1.8 1.4 0.4* 0.3NORTH CENTRAL 5893 757558 0.61 1.0 1.27 2.0 1.6 0.7* 0.4SOUTH 5921 786760 0.65 1.0 1.40 2.1 1.6 0.7* 0.5WEST 3313 381401 0.67 1.8 1.36 2.0 1.6 0.7* 0.4

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6250 805347 0.65 1.0 1.33 2.0 1.6 0.7* 0.4ACADEMIC 7875 97966t 0.46 0.9 0.81 1.7 1.4 0.4* 0.3VOCAT/ONAL 4903 653740 0.73 1.1 1.77 2.3 1.8 1.0* 0.6

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3899 460340 0.54 0.9 1.11 1.9 1.5 0.6* 0.4SUBURBAN 9456 1181827 0.56 1.0 1.13 1.9 1.5 0.6* 0.4RURAL 5766 808021 0.67 1.0 1.47 2.2 1.7 o.a* o.s
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APPENDIX E-12

HAVE YOU TAW! FIRST-YEAR ALGEBRA?
(PERCENT YES)

1982 SENIORS

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
PERCENT

TOTAL 23561 2721213 78.2

SEX:
HALE 11616 1355050 76.2
FEMALE 11945 1366164 80.3

SES:
LOW 4837 520356 62.1
MIDDLE 10392 1237134 80.1
HIGH 5636 649839 92.7

RACE:
WHITE 16962 2118242 81.0
BLACK 3091 334641 67.3
ASIAN-AMERICAN 330 33713 92.9
AMERICAN INDIAN 208 23748 63.9
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1707 105645 64.e
PUERTO RICAN 299 26275 72.5
OTHER HISPANIC 872 68926 70.3

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 20483 2445521 76.4
PRIVATE 756 81124 91.3
CATHOLIC 2322 194568 96.2

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5492 657914 82.1
NORTH CENTRAL 6857 792170 79.5
SOUTH 7080 839854 72.6
NEST 4132 431275 81.3

CURRICULAR!:
GENERAL 7743 895381 70.5
ACADEMIC 9547 1074930 95.1
VOCATIONAL 6133 735735 63.5

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 5022 530836 78.1
SUBURBAN 11735 1329638 81.4
RURAL 6804 860739 73.5
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APPENDIX F: 1 3

HAVE YOU TAKEN GEOMETRY?
(PERCENT YES)

1982 SENIORS

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
PERCENT

TOTAL 23241 2681188 55.4

SEX:
MALE 11432 1330029 55.4
FEMALE 11809 1351159 55.5

SES:
LOW 4766 512803 33.7MULE 10251 1218662 54.3
HIGH 5594 644599 80.1

RACE:
WHITE 16755 2089308 59.5
BLACK 3033 328645 40.2
ASIAN-AMER/CAN 327 33300 79.6
AMERICAN INDIAN 208 23701 33.1
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1673 103071 32.4
PUERTO RICAN 293 25263 36.1
OTHER HISPANIC 861 67918 43.8

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 20184 2407814 52.0PRIVATE 753 80284 80.3
CATHOLIC 2304 193090 88.0

GEOGRAPHIC REG/ON:
NORTHEAST 5426 649906 64.8
NORTH CENTRAL 6770 781622 57.4
SOUTH 6985 827124 46.5
REST 4060 422535 54.8

CURR/CULUN:
GENERAL 7616 879162 39.1
ACADEMIC 9482 1067146 86.0
VOCATIONAL 6006 719814 30.6

CONNUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4947 522916 55.3
SUBURBAN 1159e 1312524 61.3
RURAL 6695 845748 46.4
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APPENDIX E-14

HAVE YOU TAKEN BIOLOGY?
(PERCENT YES)

1982 SENIORS

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
PERCENT

TOTAL 23359 2697297 79.3

SEX:
MALE 11488 1339837 76.6
FEMALE 11871 1357459 81.8

SES:
LOW 4807 516801 71.9
MDDLE 10298 1225084 79.3
HIGH 5589 644648 88.6

RACE:
WHITE 16794 2097717 79.8
FLACK 3086 334232 78.8
A1144-AMERICAN 327 33308 83.0
At:cPICAN INDIAN 206 23571 75.6
tLiXTC4N-AMERICAN 1697 104669 70.7
PCEPTO RICAN 294 25589 79.8
erriVae E1SPANIC 865 68145 77.9

SCHOOL
PUBLIC 20305 2422969 77.6
PRIVATP 750 81225 94.3
CATHOL,X 2304 193103 94.3

GEOGRAPHIC PEG/ON:
NORTHSAST 5462 655176 82.5
NORTH CENTRAL 6778 782743 75.2
SOUTH 7049 835505 82.6
WEST 4070 423874 75.1

CURRICULUM:
GENNAL 7669 885982 73.9
ACADEMIC 9482 1063846 92.4
VOCATIONAL 6069 727217 66.6

COMMUN(TY TYPE:
URBAN 4997 528486 80.0
SUBURBAN 11603 1313921 79.3
RURAL 6759 854890 78.8
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APPENDIX E-15

HAVE YOU TAKEN CHEMISTRY?
(PERCENT YES)

1982 SENIORS

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
PERCENT

TOTAL 22925 2647338 37.9

SEX:
HALE 11244 1309753 39.1
FEMALE 11681 1337584 36.7

SES:
LOW 4707 506616 22.0
MIDDLE 10118 1203928 35.1
HIGH 5512 636558 59.0

RACE:
WHITE 16527 2063367 40.2
BLACK 2992 324085 29.2
ASIAN-AMERICAN 327 33257 67.3
AMERICAN INDIAN 204 23253 24.8
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1658 102350 21.6
PUERTO RICAN 288 24853 36.0
OTHER HISPANIC +to 66446 26.7

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 19940 2378780 35.9
PRIVATE 722 77760 51.9
CATHOLIC 2263 190798 57.3

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5352 641616 50.5
NORTH CENTRAL 6687 772484 35.6
SOUTH 6887 816524 33.4
NEST 3999 416714 31.5

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 7505 867105 22.2
ACADEMIC 9341 1052726 67.4
VOCATIONAL 5946 712919 23.9

COMMIJNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4887 515792 36.3
SUBURBAN 11418 1294687 40.7
RURAL 6620 836859 34.5
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APPENDIX E- 16

."4

HAVE YOU TAKEN PHYSICS?
(PERCENT YES)

1982 SENIORS

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
PERCENT

TOTAL 22608 2610601 20.9

SEX:
HALE 11106 1292877 26.0
FEMALE 11502 1317723 16.0

SES:
LOW 4681 504318 14.2
MIDDLE 9985 1186751 17.9
HIGH 5372 619307 33.1

RACE:
WHITE 16269 2030171 21.1
BLACK 2973 322519 19.7
ASIAN-AMERICAN 321 32694 47.3
AMERICAN INDIAN 203 23220 16.7
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1642 101677 14.9
PUERTO RICAN 283 24537 30.9
OTHER HISPANIC 831 66173 15.6

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 19695 2349495 20.1
PRIVATE 717 76377 30.2
CATHOLIC 2196 184728 27.4

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5257 630439 29.5
NORTH CENTRAL 6606 762299 19.9
SOUTH 6800 807113 16.7
WEST 3945 410750 18.1

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 7450 860783 10.1
ACADEMIC 9009 1023209 37.1
VOCATIONAL 5933 711650 10.9

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4829 511621 23.3
SUBURBAN 11244 1273527 22.1
RURAL 6535 825453 17.7
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APPENDIX E-L17

HAVE YOU BEEN IN A COMPUTER PROGRAMING COURSE OR PROGRAM IN HIGH SCHOOL?
tPERCENT YESt

1982 SENIORS

TOTAL

SEX:

SAMPLE

23624

WEIGHTED

2729412

PERCENT

MALE 11657 1360634 19.3
FEMALE 11967 1368778 18.3

SES:
LOW 4866 522510 14.4
MIDDLE 10405 1239900 18.4
HIGH 5634 651205 23.7

RACE:
WHDE 16975 2121892 19.3
BLACK 3111 337315 17.7
ASIAN-AMERICAN 343 35402 26.0
AMERICAN INDIAN 211 24334 13.0
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1726 106073 13.0
PUERTO RICAN 299 25984 19.9
OTHER HISPANIC 871 68964 16.5

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 20564 2455612 18.7
PRIVATE 748 80033 15.4
CATHOLIC 2312 193767 21.9

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5467 (55192 23.4
NOR1H CENTRAL 6871 794114 21.1
SOUTH 7100 843899 13.4
NEST 4186 436207 18.0

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 7793 901500 13.7
ACADEMIC 9533 1073843 24.6
VOCATIONAL 6156 738525 16.6

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 5046 534521 18.9
SUBURBAN 11779 1336503 20.9
RURAL 6799 858388 15.4
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APPENDIX E-18

IN GRADES 10-12, DID YOU HAVE A COURSE /N ENGLISH DESIGNED FOR STUDENTS FROM NON-ENGLISH SPEAKING BACKGROUNDS?
(PERCENT YES, BASED ON ALL STUDENTS WITH FIRST LANGUAGE OTHER THAN ENGLISH)

1982 SENIORS

SANPLE WEIGHTED
PERCENT

TOTAL 1890 127391 14.1

SEX:
MALE 919 65893 14.2
FEMALE .971 61497 14.0

LOW 843 51361 14.4
MIDDLE 496 36972 10.7
HIGH 219 16084 5.7

RACE:
WHITE 329 34266 10.8
BLACK 41 3482 30.4
ASIAN-AMERICAN 183 18387 15.0
AMERICAN INDIAN 41 4028 20.5
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 748 35264 12.1
PUERTO kICAN 165 13487 15.7
OTHER HISPANIC 362 16989 16.3

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 1548 114210 15.5
PRIVATE 34 2718 7.2
CATHOLIC 308 10462 0.8

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 441 37573 15.5
NORTH CENTRAL 177 18871 12.3
SOUTH 706 33083 11.0
WEST 566 37864 16.3

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 678 42269 17.7
ACADEMIC 671 47137 8.6
VOCATIONAL 515 36378 15.9

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 671 49709 17.1
SUBURBAN 910 56394 11.0
RURAL 309 21288 15.3
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APPENDIX E-19

IN GRADES 10-12s DID YOU HAVE A COURSE IN READING AND WRITING IN YOUR FIRST LANGUAGE?(PERCENT YES, BASED ON ALL STUDENTS WITH FIRST LANGUAGE OTHER THPN ENGLISH)

1982 SENIORS

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
PERCENT

TOTAL 1887 127232 28.8

SEX:
MALE 918 65971 28.3
FEMALE 969 61261 29.4

SES:
LOW 844 51238 28.6
MIDDLE 497 37004 24.3
HIGH 216 15900 25.2

RACE:
WHITE 325 33722 24.0
BLACK 43 3708 45.1
ASIANAMERICAN 183 18458 17.4
AMERICAN INDIAN 42 4061 28.4
MEXICANAMERICAN 745 35142 30.6
PUERTO RICAN 167 13769 41.5
OTHER HISPANIC 362 16944 31.9

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 1544 114033 29.1
PRIVATE 34 2718 23.8
CATHOLIC 309 10481 27.2

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 444 37851 30.0
NORTH CENTRAL 176 18709 28.9
SOUTH 700 32889 25.1
WEST 567 37783 30.8

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 673 41663 28.9
ACADEMIC 672 47329 26.0
VOCATIONAL 515 36510 32.1

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 671 49655 28.6
SUBURBAN 908 56192 26.5
RURAL 308 21385 35.4
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APPENDIX E-20

/N GRADES 10-12, DID YOU HAVE A COURSE IN OTHER SUBJECTS, SUCH AS MATH OR SCIENCE, TAUGHT IN YOUR F/RST LANGUAGE?(PERCENT YES, BASED ON ALL STUDENTS WITH FIRST LANGUAGE OTHER THAN ENGLISH)

1982 SENIORS

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
PERCENT

TOTAL 1878 126501 15.5

SEX:
MALE 914 65591 16.4
FEMALE 964 60909 14.5

SES:
LOW 842 51284 14.1
MIDDLE 496 36967 14.2
HIGH 217 15938 8.3

RACE:
WHITE 326 33850 13.4
BLACK 40 3400 34.7
ASIAN-AMERICAN 182 18216 12.6
AMERICAN INDIAN 41 4028 27.9
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 744 35104 13.1
PUERTO RICAN 166 13722 18.0
OTHER HISPANIC 359 16618 14.3

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 1535 113302 16.8
PRIVATE 34 2718 14.4
CATHOLIC 309 10481 1.7

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 440 37496 16.2
NORTH CENTRAL 174 18492 15.9
SOUTH 701 32918 13.3WEST 563 37596 16.5

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 668 41547 15.6
ACADEMIC 670 47026 9.6
VOCATIONAL 514 36317 21.7

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 666 49264 16.7
SUBURBAN 905 55981 13.4
RURAL 307 21256 18.1
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APPENDIX E- 21

IN GRADES 10-12, DID YOU HAVE A COURSE IN THE HISTORY AND CULTURE OF YOUR ANCESTORS' COUNTRY OF ORIGIN?
(PERCENT YES, BASED ON ALL STUDENTS WITH FIRST LANGUAGE OTHER THAN ENGLISH)

1982 SENIORS

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
PERCENT

TOTAL 1879 127039 30.3

SEX:
HALE 917 66098 29.6
FEMALE 962 60942 31.0

SES:
LON 840 51455 33.5
MIDDLE 497 37112 26.8
HIGH 216 15922 17.2

RACE:
WHITE 327 33978 23.7
BLACK 4f 3605 37.4
ASIAN-AMERICAN 182 18359 19.2
AMERICAN INDIAN 41 4028 63.7
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 740 35046 38.5
PUERTO RICAN 167 13769 33.0
OTHER HISPANIC 359 16692 23.8

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 1537 113857 30.8
PRIVATE 34 2718 20.9
CATHOLIC 308 10464 26.6

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 442 37614 27.1
NORTH CENTRAL 176 18754 32.2
SOUTH 697 32951 29.4
WEST 564 37720 33.3

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 671 41970 33.6
ACADEMIC 668 46976 22.3
VOCATIONAL 513 36363 36.1

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 667 49514 30.5
SUBURBAN 906 56145 27.3
RURAL 306 21380 37.7
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APPENDIX E-22

THIS YEAR HOW OFTEN HAVE YOU WORKED KIM A GROUP ON A PROJECT WITH LITTLE ADULT SUPERVISION?
(0=NEVER: 3=OFTEN)

1982 SENIORS

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
MEAN S.O.

TOTAL 23298 2690912 1.30 1.0

SEX:
MALE 11464 1338392 1.23 1.0
FEMALE 11834 1352521 1.37 1.0

SES:
LOW 4783 514741 1.19 1.0
MIDDLE 10302 1226489 1.28 1.0
HIGH 5568 641128 1.47 1.0

RACE:
WHITE 16811 2098650 1.31 1.0
BLACK 3049 330936 1.35 1.0
ASIAN-AMERICAN 322 32746 1.28 1.0
AMERICAN INDIAN 200 22702 1.32 1.0
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1673 103401 1.21 1.0
PUERTO RICAN 295 25394 1.12 1.0
OTHER HISPANIC 861 67760 1.28 1.0

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 20238 2418044 1.29 1.0
PRIVATE 751 79689 1.53 1.0
CAMOLIC 2309 193179 1.36 1.0

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5469 654597 1.22 1.0
NORTH CENTRAL 6796 784770 1.30 1.0
SOUTH 6991 830441 1.33 1.0
WEST 4042 421104 1.38 1.1

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 7660 886644 1.15 1.0
ACADEMIC 9434 1060279 1.47 1.0
VOCATIONAL 6054 727530 1.26 1.0

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4914 521245 1.28 1.0
SUBURBAN 11624 1315666 1.29 1.0
RURAL 6760 854001 1.34 1.0
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APPENDIX E-23

THIS YEAR HOW OFTEN HAVE YOU HELPED PLAN FOR A LARGE SOCIAL EVENT!
(O=NEVERT 3=OFTEN)

1982 SENIORS

SAHPLE WEIGHTED
MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 23338 2696293 0.92 1.0

SEX:
HALE 11487 1340816 0.78 0.9
FEHALE 11851 1355477 1.05 1.0

SES:
LOW 4789 515119 0.'6 0.9
HIODLE 10322 1229579 0.91 1.0
HIGH 5584 64345 1.08 1.0

RACE:
WHITE 16842 2103158 0.90 1.0
BLACK 3050 330571 1.01 1.0
ASIAN-AHERICAN 324 32997 1.04 1.0
AHERICAN INDIAN 202 23201 0.92 1.0
HEXICAN-AHERICAN 1672 103720 0.83 1.0
PUERTO RICAN 292 24968 0.74 0.9
OTHER HISPANIC 869 68449 0.93 1.0

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 20276 2422581 0.90 1.0
PRIVATE 752 80282 1.11 1.0
CATHOLIC 2310 193430 1.02 1.0

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5466 655097 0.93 1.0
NORTH CENTRAL 6814 787287 0.86 0.9
SOUTH 7004 831337 0.91 1.0
WEST 6056 422577 1.01 1.0

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 7680 889322 0.81 0.9
ACAOEHIC 9448 1062434 1.08 1.0
VOCATIONAL 6060 727904 0.81 0.9

COHMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4924 521879 0.94 1.0
SUBURBAN 11651 1319216 0.93 1.0
RURAL 6763 855198 0.89 1.0
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APPENDIX E-24

THIS YEAR HOU OFTEN HAVE YOU
EXPLAINED OR DEFENDED A POSITION ON AN ISSUE OF SOME IMPORTANCE BEFORE A GROUP?(0=NEVER) 3=OFTEN)

1982 SENIORS

SAMPLE

- - - -

WEIGHTED

MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 23282 2691270 0.79 1.0

SEX:
MALE 11446 1337188 0.79 1.0FEMALE 11836 1354081 0.79 1.0

SES:
LOW 4781 514302 0.60 0.9MIDDLE 10304 1228050 0.77 1.0HIGH 5567 641541 1.01 1.1

RACE:
WHITE 16816 2100086 0.80 1.0BLACK 3037 329632 0.82 1.0ASIAN-AMERICAN 321 32809 0.80 1.0AMERICAN INDIAN 200 22849 0.78 1.0MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1&63 103325 0.63 0.9PUERTO RICAN 2V6 25402 0.71 0.9OTHER HISPANIC 86B 67988 0.76 1.0

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIT 20224 2417871 0.77 1.0PRIVATE 752 80256 1.07 1.1CATHOLIC 2306 193143 0.91 1.0

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5460 654643 0.78 1.0NORTH CENTRAL 6806 786182 0.78 1.0SOUTH 6979 828813 0.74 1.0NEST 4037 421631 0.93 1.0

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 7652 886768 0.67 0.9ACADEMIC 9440 1061951 0.99 1.0VoCAT/ONAL 6040 726083 0.65 0.9

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4910 521037 0.80 1.0SUBURBAN 11626 1316794 0.81 1.0RURAL 6746 853439 0.75 1.0
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APPENDIX E- 25

THIS YEAR HOW OFTEN HAVE YOU HEADED GROUP PROBLEM-SOLVING DISCUSSIONS?
(0=NEVER; 3=OFTEN)

1982 SENIORS

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
MEAN S.D.

TVAL 23250 2687208 0.53 0.9

SEX:
MALE 11426 1334445 0.50 0.9
FEMALE 11824 1352764 0.56 0.9

3ES:
LOW 4769 513507 0.45 0.8

hIDULE 10296 1226788 0.50 0.9

H/GH 5565 640790 0.64 1.0

RACE:
WH/TE 16805 2098125 0.49 0.9

BLACK 3034 328688 0.74 1.0

ASIAN-AMERICAN 322 32798 0.64 1.0

AMER/CAN INDIAN 200 23001 0.49 0.9
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1650 102443 0.59 0.9
PUERTO RICAN 292 25020 0.53 0.8

OTHER HISPANIC 862 68190 0.62 0.9

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 20186 2413050 0.52 0.9
PR/VATE 752 80337 0.61 1.0

CATHOLIC 2312 193821 0.56 0.9

GEOGRAPHII. REGION:
NORTHEAST 5460 654119 0.46 0.8

NORTH CENTRAL 6798 785214 0.51 0.9

SOUTH 6969 828137 0.54 0.9
WEST 4023 419738 0.65 1.0

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 7648 885571 0.44 0.8

ACADEMIC 9427 1060731 0.63 1.0

VOCATIONAL 6025 724405 0.50 0.9

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4899 511143 0.59 0.9

SUBURBAN 11621 1316467 0.54 0.9

RURAL 6730 851"413 0.48 0.8

i , 16"



APPENDIX E-26

THIS YEAR HON OFTEN HAVE Yee CHAIRED A MEETING?
(0=NEVER; 3=OFTEN)

1982 SENIORS

SIMPLE WEIGHTED

NEM S.D.

TOTAL 23283 2691169 0.46 0.9

SEX:
MALE 11443 1336846 0.41 0.9FEMALE 11840 1354323 0.51 1.0

SES:
LOW 4780 514561 0.37 0.8MIDDLE 10310 1228048 0.44 0.9HIGH 5567 641715 0.59 1.0

RACE:
WHITE 16821 2100369 0.44 0.9BLACK 3043 330103 0.56 0.9ASIAN-AMERICAN 323 32871 0.56 1.0AMERICAN INDIAN 200 22849 0.34 0.8MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1656 102653 0.48 0.9PUERTO RICAN 292 25109 0.42 0.8OTHER HISPANIC 862 68136 0.42 0.9

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 20222 2417377 0.46 0.9PRIVATE 750 80123 0.49 0.9CATHOLIC 2311 193669 0.42 0.9

GEOGRAPHIC RESION:
NORTHEAST 5460 654157 0.37 0.8NORTH CENTRAL 6803 785723 0.42 0.9SOUTH 6985 830262 0.52 1.0NEST 4035 421027 0.54 1.0

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 7661 887343 0.35 0.8ACADEMIC 9427 1060498 0.59 1.0VOCATIONAL 6045 726831 0.39 0.8

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4905 520133 0.46 0.9SUBURBAN 11625 1316615 0.44 0.9RURAL 6753 854421 0.49 0.9
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APPENDIX E-27

HAVE YOU PART/CIPATED IN ATHLETIC TEAMS EITHER IN OR OUT OF SCHOOL THIS YEAR?
(PERCENT PARTICIPATED ACTIVELY)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL.IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

PERCENT

1982 SENIORS

PERCENT

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

DIFFERENCE

TOTAL 21057 2700527 57.2 52.8 -4.3*

SEX:
MALE 10243 1336464 66.7 63.1 -3.7*

FEMALE 10814 1364063 47.8 42.7 -5.0*

SES:
LOW 4688 565012 46.1 44.2 -1.9

MIDDLE 10170 1350006 57.4 52.1 -5.4*

HIGH 5529 707922 66.7 62.1 -4.6*

RACE:
WHITE 15442 2124719 57.6 52.4 -5.2*

BLACK 2673 330287 57.8 55.7 -2.2

ASIAN-AMERICAN 2d3 30409 48.9 50.0 1.1

AMERICAN INDIAN 177 22420 60.1 61.7 1.5

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1463 100935 52.4 52.3 -0.6

PUERTO RICAN 236 23196 44.0 46.9 2.9

OTHER HISPANIC 750 65144 55.0 51.3 -3.7

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 18187 2430091 56.2 51.8 -4.3*

PRIVATE 662 78282 72.9 69.4 -3.5

CATHOLIC 2208 192154 63.3 58.4 -4.9*

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4705 619349 56.7 53.2 -3.5*

NORTH CENTRAL 6273 804245 60.0 55.1 -5.0*

SOUTH 6498 862645 53.9 49.3 -4.6*

WEST 3581 414288 59.1 55 1 -4.0*

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6853 882783 55.7 50.4 -5.3*

ACADEMIC 8764 1090463 64.3 61.8 -2.5*

VOCATIONAL 5326 713083 47.9 42.0 -6.0*

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4264 505342 51.5 50.5 -1.0

SUBURBAN 10497 1307516 58.5 53.1 -5.4*

RURAL 6296 887669 58.4 53.7
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APPENDIX E-28

HAVE YOU PARTICIPATED IN CHEERLEADERS, PEP CLUB, MAJORETTES EITHER IN OR OUT OF SCHOOL THIS YEAR?(PERCENT PARTICIPATED ACTIVELY)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR MOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE RE/GHTE0 1980 SOPHOMORES
NHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

PERCENT

1982 SENaORS

PERCENT

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

DIFFERENCETOTAL 20395 2614437 15.0 14.7 -0.3SEX:
HALE 9718 1267522 3.1 4.4

1.4*
FEMALE 10677 1346916 26.2 24.4 -1.8*SES:
LON 4571 551850 13.4 12.4 -1.0
MIDDLE 9858 1306662 15.9 15.9 -0.0
HIGH 5346 683212 15.0 14.9 -0.2RACE:
RHITE 15031 2066692 15.0 14.5 -0.5
BLACK 2529 311348 17.0 17.9

0.8
ASIAN-AMERICAN 277 29602 5.9 8.7

2.8
AMERICAN INDIAN 168 21538 12.8 14.9

2.1MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1403 96904 13.4 14.2 0.7PUERTO RICAN 230 22376 8.5 7.4 -1.1
OTHER HISPANIC 723 62382 15.3 14.0

-1.2SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 17596 2350940 14.9 14.7 -0.2PRIVATE 643 75802 15.2 11.6 -3.6
CATHOLIC 2156 187696 15.9 15.8 -0.1

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4550 598810 11.9 11.6 -0.3NORTH CENTRAL 6123 783828 17.0 16.5 -0.5
SOUTH 6251 829019 15.7 15.7 -0.0
NEST 3471 402781 14.1 13.8 -0.3

CURRICULUN:
GENERAL 6619 853166 13.8 13.7 -0.2
ACADEMIC 8502 1055251 16.5 16.8 0.3
VOCATIONAL 5173 693244 14.2 12.8 -1.3

COMMUNRTY TYPE:
URBAN 4113 487348 13.6 13.1 -0.5SUBURBAN 10164 1264478 13.2 12.7 -0.5RURAL 6118 862612 18.5 18.6

0.1
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APPENDIX E-29

HAVE TOU PARTICIPATED IN DEVIATING OR DRAMA EITHER IN OR OUT OF SCHOOL THIS YEAR?
IPERCENT PARTICIPATED ACTIVELY)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE NEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
NHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

PERCENT

TOTAL 20322 2603094 10.8

SEX:
MALE 9743 1269168 7.9

FEMALE 10579 1333926 13.5

Sill:

LON 4545 547238 7.2

MIDDLE 9816 1300770 9.7

HIM 5340 682499 16.0

RACE:
WHITE 14985 2059906 11.2

BLACK 2512 308721 10.6

ASIAN-AMERICAN 276 n9491 8.2

AMERICAN INDIAN 164 20947 8.6

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1407 96544 5.8

PUERTO RICAN 225 22075 8.6

OTHER HISPANIC 719 61813 8.7

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 17524 2339573 10.3

PRIVATE 645 75873 20.8

CATNOLIC 2153 187647 13.3

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4529 596635 10.4

NORTH CENTRAL 6100 781051 11.5

SOUTH 6226 824283 10.1

NEST 3467 401125 11.4

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6591 848222 8.8

ACADEMIC 8489 1053671 14.'#

VOCATIONAL 5142 688495 7.0

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4100 485917 10.7

SUBURBAN 10140 1260345 10.9

RURAL 6082 856832 10.7 673

1982 SENIORS

PERCENT

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

DIFFERENCE

13.6 2.8*

11.5 3.5*

15.7 2.1*

10.2 2.9*

12.3 2.6*
19.5 3.5*

13.8 2.6*
14.3 3.6*
14.2 6.0

10.8 2.2

8.8 3.0*
11.1 2.5

13.8 5.0*

13.0 2.8*

28.5 7.6*
14.9 1.6

13.0 2.6*

13.3 1.8*

13.9 3.8*

14.6 3.1*

12.2 34*
18.5 3.5*
8.1 1.0

12.4 1.6

12.9 1.9*

15.3 4.8*



, APPENDIX E- 30

HAVE YOU PARTICIPATED 111 BAND OR ORCHESTRA EITHER IN OR OUT OF SCHOOL THIS YEAR?
(PERCENT PARTICIPATED ACTIVELY)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

PERCENT

1982 SENIORS

PERCENT

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

DIFFERENCE
TOTAL 20308 2602994 17.2 14.8 -2.4*
SEX:

MALE 9757 1271559 15.3 13.2 -2.1*FEMALE 10551 1331435 19.1 16.3 -2.8*
SEW

LOW 4545 547182 11.7 10.3 -1.4MIDDLE 9824 1303109 17.9 15.7 -2.2*HIGH 5322 680951 21.0 17.3
RACE:

WHITE 14960 2057827 17.4 14.8 -2.6*BLACK 2516 309874 17.6 16.3 -1.3ASIAN-AMERICAN 273 29050 14.0 13.6 -0.5AMERICAN INDIAN 167 21219 17.5 13.2 -4.3MEXICAN-AMER/CAN 1418 97764 13.9 11.9 -2.0PUERTO RICAN 227 22297 14.4 10.7 -3.7OTHER H/SPAN/C 713 61366 18.7 14.1 -4.6
SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 17533 2341314 mo 15.5 -2.5*PRIVATE 49 75877 12.4 9.6 -2.7CATHOLIC 2136 185803 10.0 8.6 -1.3
GEOGRAPHIC REGION:

NORTHEAST 4514 595650 15.6 13.0 -2.6*NORTH CENTRAL 6102 781417 20.5 17.1 -3.4*SOUTH 6231 824707 16.3 14.8 -1.5WEST 3461 401220 13.3 13.0 -2.3*
CURRICULUM:

GENERAL 6602 849770 16.3 14.0 -2.3*ACADEMIC 8462 1051584 21.0 18.4 -2.6*VOCATIONAL 5141 688587 12.6 10.3 -2.3*
COMMUNITY TYPE:

URBAN 4105 486483 14.4 12.9 -1.6SUbURBAN 10122 1259525 16.1 13.7 -2.5*RURAL 6081 856986 20.5 17.6 -2.9*
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APPENDIX E- 3

HAVE YOU PARTICIPATED IN CHORUS OR DANCE EITHER IN OR OUT OF SCHOOL THIS YEAR?
(PERCENT PARTICIPATED ALTIVELY)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1902

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
NHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

PERCENT

TOTAL 19800 2538617 22.9

SEX:
MALE 9476 1235389 11.4

FEMALE 10324 1303228 33.8

SES:
LON 4428 534809 22.8

MIDDLE 9562 1268191 22.2

HIGH 5209 665172 24.3

RACE:
WHITE 14615 2009519 21.8

BLACK 2440 300203 31.4

ASIAN-AMER/CAN 268 28267 21.5

AMERICAN INDIAN 161 20826 18.0

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1358 93181 20.0

PUERTO RICAN 222 21726 23.3

OTHER HISPANIC 703 61314 24.6

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 17076 2282497 22.7

PRIVATE 638 74412 30.3

CATHOLIC 2086 181708 22.4

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4413 581999 22.2

NORTH CENTRAL 5950 761758 24.8

SOUTH 6058 801889 22.5

NEST 3379 392970 21.1

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6438 829596 22.0

ACADEMIC 8261 1025474 24.9

VOCATIONAL 5004 671023 20.9

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3986 472995 23.1

SUBURBAN 9893 1231180 21.9

RURAL 5921 834442 24.3 6 3 0

1982 SENIORS

PERCENT

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

DIFFERENCE

19.8 -3.1*

10.7 -0.8
28.4 -5.4*

18.4 -4.4*
19.4 -2.8*
21.5 -2.9*

18.8 -3.0*
28.0 -3.4
16.3 -5.2
16.2 -1.8
15.5 -4.5*
21.5 -1.8
19.9 -4.7

19.6 -3.1*
29.1 -1.3

18.3 -4.1*

ma -3.5*
21.0 -3.8*
19.6 -2.9*

19.2 -1.9

19.3 -2.7*
22.7 -2.3*
16.0 -4.9*

19.9 -3.2*
19.0 -2.9*
20.8 -3.5*



APPENDIX E- 32

HAVE YOU PARTICIPATED IN HOBBY CLUBS EITHER IN OR OVT OF SCHOOL THIS YEAR?
(PERCENT PARTICIPATED ACTIVELY)

LONGITUDINAL CONPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL /N 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

PERCENT

1982 SENIORS

PERCENT

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

D/FFERENCE
TOTAL 20420 2617033 20.7 19.4 -1.3*
SEX:

MALE 9806 1278036 24.3 22.7 -1.6*FEMALE 10614 1338998 17.2 16.2 -1.0
SES:

LOW 4572 551203 19.1 17.4 -1.8MIDDLE 9870 1308037 21.3 20.0 -1.3HIGH 5348 684146 20.7 19.9 -0.8
RACE:

WHITE 15043 2068640 20.5 19.2 -1.3*BLACK 2534 311779 20.0 18.5 -1.5AS/AN-AMER/CAN 273 29302 26.5 24.8 -1.7AMERICAN INDIAN 172 22048 22.9 21.1 -1.8HEXICAN-AMERICAN 1410 96795 23.0 22.5 -0.5PUERTO RICAN 228 22510 14.8 14.9 0.0OTHER H/SPANIC 726 62363 25.4 24.0 -1.4
SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 17632 2354664 20.6 19.4 -1.3*PR/VATE 647 75905 23.1 17.3 -5.8CATHOL/C 2141 186464 20.3 20.4 0.0
GEOGRAPHIC REGION:

NORTHEAST 4540 597523 19.9 20.1 0.3NORTH CENTRAL 6115 783271 20.2 18.0 -2.2*SOUTH 6281 832361 20.0 17.9 -2.2*WEST 3484 403879 24.1 24.0 -0.1
CURRICULUM:

GENERAL 6642 855525 21.3 19.5 -1.7ACADEMIC 8487 1053359 19.4 18.9 -0.5VOCATIONAL 5190 695309 21.9 19.9 -1.9
COMMUNITY TYPE:

URBAN 4111 486692 21.0 19.5 -1.4SUBURBAN 10168 1264832 20.6 19.8 -0.8RURAL 6141 865510 20.7 18.7 -2.0*
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APPENDIX E- 33

HAVE YOU PARTICIPATED IN SCHOOL SUBJECT-MATTER CLUBS EITHER IN OR OUT OF SCHOOL THIS YLAR?
IPERCENT PARTICIPATED ACTIVELY)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOMOHORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

PERCENT

1982 SENIORS

PERCENT

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

DIFFERENCE

TOTAL 20437 2616685 26.9 20.9 -6.0*

SEX:
MALE 9777 1273689 23.6 16.0 -7.5*

FEMALE 10660 1342996 30.1 25.5 -4.6*

SES:
LON 4580 551990 26.2 19.8 -6.4*

MIDDLE 9875 1307159 27.1 20.9 -6.2*

HIGH 5356 684000 27.1 22.4 -4.7*

RACE:
WHITE 15042 2067669 26.2 19.9 -6.4*

BLACK 2543 312601 28.9 25.4 -3.5*

ASIAN-AMERICAN 277 29600 31.0 29.3 -1.7

AMERICAN INDIAN 169 21684 35.0 19.7 -15.3*

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1421 97252 28.7 21.6 -7.1*

PUERTO RICAN 227 22271 26.7 17.5 -9.2

OTHER HISPANIC 724 62011 31.8 28.7 -3.1

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 17628 2352259 26.8 21.1 -5.7*

PRIVATE 649 76276 28.3 15.5 -12.8*

CATHOLIC 2160 188149 27.7 20.6 -7.1*

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4537 597519 21.1 17.2 -3.9*

NORTH CENTRAL 6125 783790 26.4 18.2 -8.2*

SOUTH 6293 832187 31.0 26.4 -4.6*

NEST 3482 403189 28.2 20.3 -7.9*

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6641 854860 25.6 16.8 -8.8*

ACADEMIC 8536 1058590 29.8 25.9 -3.9*

VOCATIONAL 5159 690546 24.1 18.2 -5.9*

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4121 487192 25.6 21.1 -4.4*

SUBURBAN 10188 1266200 25.2 g82 19.7 -5.5*

RURAL 6128 863292 30.1 m 22.5 -7.7*



APPENDIX E-34

HAVE YOU PARTICIPATED IN VOCATIONAL
EDUCATION CLUBS EITHER IN OR OUT OF SCHOOL THIS YEAR?

(PERCENT PARTICIPATED ACTIVELY)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

PERCENT

1982 SEN/ORS

PERCENT

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

DIFFERENCE
TOTAL 20431 2619250 14.3 24.3 10.0*
SEX:

HALE 9793 1277871 11.7 20.7 9.0*FEMALE 10638 1341378 16.9 27.8 10.9*
SES:

LOW 4595 554773 19.0 33.0 14.0*MIDDLE 9877 1308966 15.5 26.0 10.5*NIGH 5336 682668 8.1 14.0 5.8*
RACE:

WHITE 15042 2049181 13.8 23.0 9.2*BLACK 2541 313401 18.2 33.6 15.4*ASIAN-AMERICAN 279 29940 5.4 9.2 3.9AMERICAN INDIAN 168 21621 22.6 32.0 9.4MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1417 97204 15.6 29.3 13.7*PUERTO RICAN 227 22248 7.1 12.3 5.2OTHER HISPANIC 724 62204 15.8 25.4 9.5*
SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 17638 2356366 15.5 26.4 11.0*PRIVATE 645 75899 7.6 9.5 2.0CATHOLIC 2148 186985 3.0 4.1 1.2
GEOGRAPHIC REGION:

NORTHEAST 4529 596076 7.3 11.3 3.9*NORTH CENTRAL 6115 783242 12.2 20.6 8.4*SOUTH 6304 835966 23.5 40.8 17.4*WEST 3483 403966 9.9 16.7 6.8*
CURRICULUM:

GENERAL 6640 855683 16.3 23.7 7.4*ACADEMIC 8498 1054827 8.5 13.1 4.6*VOCATIONAL 5190 695762 20.6 42.0 21.4*
COMMUNITY TYPE:

URBAN 4108 486595 8.5 19.9 11.4*SUBURBAN 10183 1266993 10.7 19.5 8.8*RURAL 6140 865661 23.0 33.9 10.9*

683



APPENDIX E-35

HAVE YOU PARTICIPATED IN YOUTH ORGANIZATIONS IN THE COMMUNITY OR JUNIOR ACHIEVEMENT EITHER IN OR OUT OF SCHOOL THIS YEAR?
tPERCENT PARTICIPATED ACTIVELY)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES 1982-1980
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL 1982 SENIORS DIFFERENCE

PERCENT PERCENT DIFFERENCE

20.8 -3.9*TOTAL 20539 2632197 24.7

SEX:
MALE 9844 1284185 24.7
FEMALE 10695 1348012 24.6

SES:
LOW 4602 554706 19.1

MIDDLE 9922 1314601 25.1
HIGH 5387 689844 28.8

RACE:
WHITE 15117 2079071 24.4

BLACK 2559 315248 28.7
ASIAN-AMERICAN 277 29631 22.8

AMERICAN INDIAN 170 21657 23.6

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1425 98072 19.6

PUERTO RICAN 230 22352 14.4

OTHER HISPANIC 728 62716 24.5

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 17720 2367412 24.4

PRIVATE 648 76082 21.2

CATHOLIC 2171 188703 29.9

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4574 601707 24.4

NORTH CENTRAL 6151 787536 26.8
SOUTH 6319 837444 22.8
NEST 3495 405511 24.8

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6661 857539 22.7

ACADEMIC 8580 1065514 28.5

VOCATIONAL 5195 696254 21.2

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4156 492494 27.5

SUBURBAN 10233 1272470 2"
RURAL 6150 867233 24.0

20.8 -3.9*
20.8 -3.9*

17.5 -1.7
20.8 -4.3*
23.7 -5.0*

19.7
28.5 -0.2

17.0 -5.7
19.3 -4.3
20.9 1.4
21.7 7.3
17.2 -7.3*

20.9
13.6 -7.6*
22.6 -7.2*

21.1 -3.2*
21.1 -5.6*
19.8 -3.0*
21.6 -3.2*

17.3 -5.4*
24.9 -3.6*
19.0 -2.2*

24.1

684 19.9 -4.1*
20.1 -3.9*



APPENDIX E-36

NAVE YOU PARTICIPATED IN CHURCH ACTIVITIES,
INCLUDING YOUTH GROUPS, EITHER IN OR OUT OF SCHOOL THIS YEAR?

tPERCENT PART/CIPATED ACTIVELY)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED /N SCHOOL

PERCENT

1982 SENIORS

PERCENT

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

DIFFERENCE
TOTAL 20475 2626171 41.0 37.6 -3.4*
SEX:

MALE 9790 1277498 34.9 33.1 -1.8*FEMALE 10685 1348673 46.8 42.0 -4.8*
SRS:

LOW 4592 554369 36.6 33.6 -3.1*MIDDLE 9884 1310739 41.3 38.4 -3.0*HIGH 5380 688670 44.6 39.9 -4.7*

RACE:
WHITE 15086 2075748 41.0 36.4 -4.6*BLACK 2542 313654 46.5 47.9 1.4ASIAN-AMERICAN 276 29490 32.5 34.8 2.2AMERICAN INDIAN 169 21349 35.7 31.5 -4.2MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1414 97425 33.8 37.1 3.3PUERTO RICAN 230 22577 33.7 28.3 -5.4OTHER HISPANIC 725 62478 33.7 33.3 -0.5

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 17670 2361390 41.3 38.0 -3.3*PRIVATE 653 77152 49.0 44.1 -4.9CATHOLIC 2152 187628 34.1 29.8 -4.4*

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4552 600686 32.5 27.9 -4.6*NORTH CENTRAL 6131 785597 40.4 36.6 -3.8*SOUTH 6311 836095 49.2 45.7 -3.5*WEST 3481 403792 38.1 37.6 -0.5

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6644 856265 39.2 34.7 -4.5*ACADEMIC 8553 1063935 45.9 43.1 -2.8*VOCATIONAL 5177 693285 35.9 32.9 -3.0*

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4132 490031 39.3 36.7 -2.6SUBURBAN 10194 1268322 37.8 34.3 -3.5*RURAL 6149 867818 46.6 43.1 -3.6*

685



APPENDIX E-37

OF THE HONEY THAT YOU EARN, HOW MUCH DO YOU USUALLY USE TO BUY OR DO TH/NGS--TO GO OUT ON DATES, BUY CLOTHES. ETC.?
(0=NONE; 3=MOST)

1932 SENIORS

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 17983 2112452 1.78 0.8

SEX:
MALE 8986 1062864 1.76 0.8
FEMALE 8997 1049588 1.79 0.8

SES:
LOW 3395 367376 1.78 0.8
MIDDLE 8202 989581 1.77 0.8
HIGH 4442 522509 1.78 0.8

RACE:
WHITE 13708 1718521 1.75 0.8
BLACK 1870 205063 1.93 0.8
ASIAN-AMERICAN 216 22927 1.70 0.9
AMERICAN INDIAN 135 15876 1.77 0.8
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1188 75661 1.82 0.8
PUERTO RICAN 191 16341 1.99 0.8
OTHER HISPANIC 620 51923 1.89 0.8

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 15744 1897888 1.77 0.8
PRIVATE 494 58995 1.82 0.8
CATHOLIC 1745 155569 1.83 0.8

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4222 521053 1.80 0.8
NORTH CENTRAL 5462 638676 1.76 0.8
SOUTH 5141 614164 1.82 0.8
WEST 3158 338558 1.70 0.8

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 5824 682712 1.80 0.8
ACADEMIC 7279 837497 1.77 0.8
VOCATIONAL 4767 579816 1.75 0.8

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3516 381201 1.83 0.8
SUBURBAN 9319 1075286 1.78 0.8
RURAL 5148 655965 1.74 0.8

g8C



APPENDIX E-38

OF THE HONEY THAT YOU EARN, HOW MUCH DO YOU USUALLY USE FOR CAR EXPENSES, CAR LOANS, TO BUY GASOLINE?
(0=NONE) 3=MOST)

1982 SENIORS

SIMPLE WEIGHTED
MAN-- S.D.

TOTAL 17803 2093213 1.19 1.0

SEX:
HALE 8930 1056808 1.42 1.0
FEMALE 8873 1036405 0.94 1.0

SES:
LON 3353 363523 1.14 1.1
MIDDLE 8147 983636 1.25 1.0
HIGH 4392 517201 1.10 0.9

RACE:
WHITE 13604 1706137 1.24 1.0
BLACK lud 200217 0.80 1.0
ASIAN-AMERICAN 214 22630 0.92 1.0
AMERICAN INDIAN 135 15931 1.22 1.0
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1176 75135 1.26 1.1
PUERTO R/CAN 184 15926 0.69 1.0
OTHER HISPANIC 608 51376 1.19 1.0

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 15602 1881331 1.21 1.0
PRIVATE 483 58232 0.90 0.9
CATHOLIC 1718 153650 0.99 0.9

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4168 515575 0.96 1.0
NORTH CENTRAL 5415 633822 1.22 1.0
SOUTH 5089 608424 1.31 1.0
WEST 3131 335392 1.25 1.0

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 5781 678054 1.28 1.0
ACADEMIC 7200 829455 1.01 .0.9
VOCATIONAL 4713 573913 1.33 1.1

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3468 376539 0.98 1.0
SUBURBAN 9217 1064639 1.20 1.0
RURAL 5118 652034 1.28 1.0

687



APPENDIX E-39

OF THE MONEY THAT YOU EARN, HOW MUCH DO YOU USUALLY SAVE FOR ANOTHER PURPOSE?
(0=NONE; 3=MOST)

1982 SENIORS

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 15416 1816697 0.85 1.0

SEX:
MALE 7650 907488 0.81 1.0
FEMALE 7766 909209 0.89 1.1

SES:
LOW 2923 318400 0.87 1.1
MIDDLE 7044 851701 0.87 1.0
HIGH 3842 453168 0.80 1.0

RACE:
WHITE 11863 1489976 0.84 1.0
BLACK 1546 168799 0.87 1.1
ASIAN-AMERICAN 180 19184 0.82 1.0
AMER/CAN INDIAN 116 14021 1.02 1.1
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 983 62701 0.89 1.0
PUERTO RICAN 165 13953 0.89 1.1
OTHER HISPANIC 516 43004 0.93 1.1

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 13504 1633574 0.85 1.0
PRIVATE 421 51297 0.94 1.1
CATHOLIC 1491 131826 0.81 1.0

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 3603 445290 0.85 1.0
NORTH CENTRAL 4702 551346 0.84 1.1
SOUTH 4394 526735 0.82 1.0
KEST 2717 293327 0.92 1.0

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 4984 585239 0.90 1.1
ACADEMIC 6265 723725 0.71 1.0
VOCATIONAL 4082 498215 1.00 1.1

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 2993 324910 0.88 1.1
SUBURBAN 8021 927045 0.84 1.0
RURAL 4402 564742 0.84 1.0



APPENDIX E-40

OF TNE MONEY THAT YOU EARN, HOW MUCH DO YOU USUALLY SAVE TO USE FOR COLLEGE OR OTHER TRAINING AFTER HIGH SCHOOL;
(0:NVNE; 3=11OST)

1982 SENIORS

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 17580 2065988 0.76 1.0

SEX:
MALE 8757 1036395 0.67 0.9
FEMALE 8823 1029593 0.85 1.0

SES:
LOW 3321 359668 0.50 0.8
MIDDLE 8021 968574 0.74 1.0
HIGH 4371 514865 1.02 1.0

RACE:
WHITE 13416 1682087 0.78 1.0
BLACK 1825 199870 0.69 0.9
ASIAN-AHERICAN 212 22601 1.06 1.1
AMERICAN INO/AN 132 15617 0.51 0.8
MEXICAN-AHERICAN 1154 73405 0.52 0.8
PUERTO RICAN 183 15768 0.65 0.9
OTHER HISPANIC 605 50962 0.58 0.8

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 15383 1854016 0.74 1.0
PRIVATE 480 58070 0.74 1.0
CATHOLIC 1717 153902 1.01 1.0

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4130 510564 0.84 1.0
NORTH CENTRAL 5336 623901 0.85 1.0
SOUTH 5039 602548 0.60 0.9
WEST 3075 328976 0.74 1.0

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 5668 663558 0.54 0.8
ACADEMIC 7162 825456 1.09 1.0
VOCATIONAL 4643 565287 0.52 0.8

COUMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3440 373901 0.73 0.9
SUBURBAN 9107 1050881 0.80 1.0
RURAL 5033 641206 0.70 0.9
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APPENDIX E-4 I.

OF THE MONEY THAT YOU EARN. HOW MUCH DO YOU USUALLY USE FOR HIGH SCHOOL?
(0=NONE1 3=MOST)

1982 SENIORS

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 17721 2081659 0.45 0.6

SEX:
MALE 8852 1047461 0.39 0.6
FEMALE 8869 1034199 0.51 0.6

SES:
LOW 3349 362545 0.59 0.7
MIDDLE 8089 976698 0.43 0.6
HIGH 4387 515994 0.36 0.6

RACE:
WHITE 13513 1693712 0.39 0.6
BLACK 1845 202416 0.82 0.7
AS/AN-AMERICAN 214 22731 0.68 0.7
AMERICAN INDIAN 132 15617 0.52 0.7
MEXICAN-AMER/CAN 1169 74650 0.58 0.6
PUERTO RICAN 184 15613 0.60 0.7
OTHER HISPANIC 611 51199 0.53 0.7

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 15511 1869698 0.44 0.6
PRIVATE 485 57993 0.33 0.6
CATHOLIC 1725 153968 0.60 0.7

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4156 513061 0.38 0.6
NORTH CENTRAL 5384 629606 0.43 0.6
SOUTH 5080 606986 0.54 0.7
WEST 3101 332007 0.44 0.6

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 5734 671660 0.42 0.6
ACADEMIC 7182 826780 0.45 0.6
VOCATIONAL 4696 571268 0.48 0.6

COMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3475 377217 0.57 0.7
SUBURBAN 9171 1058168 0.41 0.6
RURAL 5075 646274 0.45 0.6
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APPENDIX E-42

OF THE MONEY THAT YOU EARNp HON MUCH DO YOU USUALLY GIVE TO YOUR FAMILY TO HELP SUPPORT INE HOUSEHOLD?
(0=NONE; S=NOST)

1912 SENIORS

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 17441 2048407 0.40 0.7

SEX:
MALE 8686 1026854 0.41 0.7
FEMALE 8755 1021554 0.40 0.7

SEW
LON 3336 361171 0.73 0.8
MIDDLE 7941 958402 0.36 0.6
HIGH 4300 506685 0.17 0.5

RACE:
NHITE 13259 1662852 0.29 0.6
BLACK 1828 200331 1.00 0.9
ASIAN-AMERICAN 211 22515 0.50 0.7
AMERICAN INDIAN 131 15518 0.57 0.7
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1166 74402 1.00 0.9
PUERTO RICAN 182 15760 1.05 0.8
OTHER HISPANIC 610 51226 0.58 0.8

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 15264 1839621 0.42 0.7
PRIVATE 471 56883 0.20 0.5
CATHOLIC 1706 151904 0.27 0.5

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4091 505299 0.40 0.7
NORTH CENTRAL 5284 618147 0.29 0.6
SOUTH 5020 599679 0.53 0.8
NEST 3046 325282 0.38 0.7

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 5646 662084 0.42 0.7
ACADEMIC 7065 813073 0.27 0.6
VOCATIONAL 4621 561391 0.56 0.8

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3442 374268 0.59 0.8
SUBURBAN 9003 1037269 0.34 0.6
RURAL 4996 636870 0.39 0.7
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APPENDIX E-4 3

HOW OFTIN DO YOU SPEND TIME OUTSIDE OF SCHOOL WITH FRIENDS AT A GATHERING PLACE OR TALKING ON THE TELEPHONE?
)0*RARELY OR NEVER) 3NEVERY DAY OR ALMOST EVERY DAY)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOM STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
MHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982.-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 20894 2680136 2.45 0.8 2.68 0.7 0.8 0.2* 0.3

OOHS
MALI 10072 1315065 2.31 0.9 2.68 0.7 0.8 0.4* 0.5
FINALS tout 1365071 2.60 0.8 2.67 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1

ORBS
LON 4647 558875 2.31 1.0 2.54 0.8 0.9 0.2* 0.3
MIDDLE 10145 1347057 2.48 0.8 2.69 0.7 0.7 0.2* 0.3MUM 5491 702715 2.54 0.8 2.79 0.5 0.7 0.2* 0.4

OMNI
UNITE 15384 2115230 2.47 0.8 2.71 0.6 0.7 0.2* 0.3
SLACK 2621 323149 2.49 0.9 2.55 0.8 0.8 0.1 0.1
ASIAN-AMERICAN 280 30215 2.21 0.9 2.47 0.8 0.9 0.3* 0.3
AMERICAN INDIAN 174 22291 2.17 1.0 2.60 0.8 0.9 0.4* 0.3
MEXICANAMERICAN 1437 98920 2.27 1.0 2.48 0.8 0.9 0.2* 0.2
PUERTO RICAN 238 23452 2.17 1.0 2.56 0.8 0.9 0.4* 0.4
IMMO HISPANIC 732 63817 2.40 0.9 2.59 0.8 0.8 0.2* 0.2

SCOWL TERI
PUBUC 18053 2412008 2.44 0.9 2.67 0.7 0.8 0.2* 0.3
PRIVATE 655 77074 2.50 0.8 2.79 0.6 0.7 0.3* 0.4
CAIIIOUC 2186 191055 2.57 0.8 2.78 0.5 0.7 0.2* 0.3

GOMM= REGION:
NORTHEAST 4710 620677 2.50 0.8 2.71 0.6 0.7 0.2* 0.3
NORM CENTRAL 6201 796758 2.43 0.8 2.69 0.7 0.8 0.3* 0.4
OCUMR 6440 851738 2.47 0.8 2.65 0.7 0.8 0.2* 0.2
NEST 3543 410964 2.41 0.9 2.66 0.7 0.8 0.3* 0.3

COMIICULIATI
GENERAL 6779 875004 2.43 0.9 2.67 0.7 0.8 0.2* 0.3
ACADEMIC 8736 1086414 2.47 0.8 2.73 0.6 0.7 0.3* 0.4
VOCAUONAL 5262 704267 2.46 0.9 2.61 0.7 0.8 0.1* 0.1

COMMUNITY TYPE)
MOAN 4176 492364 2.33 0.8 2.64 0.7 0.8 0.1* 0.1
OUOUROAN 10435 1301171 2.51 0.8 2.71 0.7 0.7 0.2* 0.3
RURAL 6283 aaboot 2.32 0.9 2.65 0.7 0.8 0.3* 0.4

0.41)"



APPENDIX E-44

HON OFTEN DO YOU SPEND TIME OUTSIDE OF SCHOOL GOING OUT ON OATES?
(0=RARELY OR NEVER) 3=EVERY DAY OR ALMOST EVERY DAY)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 20017 2568570 1.00 0.9 1.56 0.9 0.9 0.6* 0.6

SEX:
MALE 9585 1250873 0.99 0.9 1.56 0.9 0.9 0.6* 0.6FEMALE 10432 1317697 1.01 1.0 1.56 0.9 1.0 0.5* 0.6

SES:
.LOW 4442 536525 0.90 1.0 1.45 1.0 1.0 0.5* 0.6MIDDLE 9699 1285482 1.02 0.9 1.60 0.9 0.9 0.6* 0.6HIGH 5321 682340 1.04 0.9 1.57 0.9 0.9 0.5* 0.6

RACE:
WHITE 14833 2040823 1.02 0.9 1.60 0.9 0.9 0.6* 0.6BLACK 2441 299140 0.94 0.9 1.39 0.9 0.9 0.4* 0.5ASIAN-AMERICAN 271 29266 0.56 0.9 1.05 1.0 0.9 0.5* 0.5
AMERICAN INDIAN 162 20717 0.91 0.9 1.36 1.0 1.0 0.4* 0.5
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1365 93977 0.93 1.0 1.44 1.0 1.0 0.5* 0.5PUERTO RICAN 224 21696 0.73 0.9 1.36 1.0 0.9 0.6* 0.7OTHER HISMIC 694 60183 1.09 0.9 1.61 0.9 0.9 0.5* 0.6

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 17264 2309534 1.00 0.9 1.56 0.9 0.9 0.6* 0.6PRIVATE 636 74105 0.98 0.9 1.53 0.9 0.9 0.6* 0.6
CATHOLIC 2117 184930 0.94 0.9 1.52 0.9 0.9 0.6* 0.6

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4509 593603 1.02 1.0 1.58 0.9 1.0 0.6* 0.6
NORTH CENTRAL 5992 770612 0.95 0.9 1.54 0.9 0.9 0.6* 0.6SOUTH 6127 809612 1.07 0.9 1.59 0.9 0.9 0.5* 0.6WEST 3389 394743 0.92 0.9 1.48 0.9 0.9 0.6* 0.6

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6477 835487 1.02 1.0 1.59 0.9 0.9 0.6* 0.6ACADEMIC 8446 1052515 0.92 0.9 1.48 0.9 0.9 0.6* 0.6
VOCATIONAL 4992 667660 1.09 1.0 1.63 0.9 1.0 0.5* 0.6

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3971 468030 1.01 0.9 1.53 0.9 0.9 0.5* 0.6
SUBURBAN 10027 1250527 1.00 0.9 1.57 0.9 0.9 0.6* 0.6RURAL 6019 850012 0.99 0.9 1.55 0.9 0.9 0.6* 0.6



APPENDIX E-43

HOW OFTEN DO YOU SPEND TIME OUTSIDE OF SCHOOL JUST DRIVING OR RIDING ARCUND?
(0=RARELY OR NEVER; 3=EVERY DAY OR ALMOST EVERY DAY;

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISOMS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL 1982 SENIORS

POOLED 1982-1980 EFFECT
MEAN S.D. S.D. DIFFERENCE SIZEMEAN S.O.

TOTAL 20472 2626632 1.24 1.1

SEX:
MALE 9830 1284304 1.32 1.1
FEMALE 10642 1342328 1.16 1.1

SES:
LON 4548 547167 1.12 1.1
MIDDLE 9939 1320670 1.29 1.1
HIGH 5420 693400 1.25 1.1

RACE:
WHITE 15121 2079917 1.27 1.1
BLACK 2521 309843 1.05 1.1
ASIAN-AMERICAN 272 29444 0.90 1.0
AMERICAN INDIAN 169 21822 1.34 1.1
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1407 96886 1.26 1.1
PUERTO RICAN 234 23066 0.81 1.0
OTHER HISPANIC 719 62408 1.34 1.1

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 17669 2361883 1.25 1.1
PRIVATE 655 77264 1.17 1.0
CATHOLIC 2148 187486 1.09 1.0

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4600 605777 1.04 1.1
NORTH CENTRAL 6104 784296 1.26 1.0
SOUTH 6295 833426 1.35 1.1
WEST 3473 403133 1.26 1.1

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6622 855368 1.35 1.1
ACADEMIC 8611 1072009 1.08 1.0
VOCATIONAL 5127 685224 1.34 1.1

COMMIT TYPE:
URBAN 4079 481944 1.12 1.1
SUBURBAN 10247 1277556 1.23 1.1
RURAL 6146 867132 1.31 1.1

6 9 4

1.72 1.0 1.0 0.5* 0.5

1.79 1.0 1.0 0.5* 0.5
1.65 1.0 1.0 0.5* 0.5

1.59 1.1 1.1 0.5* 0.4
1.77 1.0 1.0 0.5* 0.5
1.74 1.0 1.0 0.59 0.5

1.77 1.0 1.0 0.59 0.5
1.44 1.1 1.1 0.49 0.4
1.37 1.1 1.0 0.59 0.4
1.86 1.0 1.0 0.59 0.5
1.69 1.0 1.1 0.49 0.4
1.29 1.1 1.1 0.5* 0.5
1.65 1.1 1.1 0.39 0.3

1.72 1.0 1.1 0.59 0.4
1.57 1.1 1.1 0.49 0.4
1.74 1.0 1.0 0.7* 0.7

1.68 1.0 1.1 0.69 0.6
7.73 1.0 1.0 0.5* 0.5
1.75 1.0 1.1 0.4* 0.4
1.69 1.0 1.0 0.49 0.4

1.81 1.0 1.0 0.59 0.4
1.62 1.0 1.0 0.59 0.5
1.77 1.0 1.1 0.49 0.4

1.54 1.1 1.1 0.4* 0.4
1.74 1.0 1.0 0.59 0.5
1.79 1.0 1.0 0.59 0.5



E -46

HON OFTEN DO YOU SPEND TIME OUTSIDE OF SCHOOL ?WINKING OR DAYDREAMING ALONE?
(0:RARELY OR NEVER; 3=EVERY DAY OR ALMOST EVERY DAY)

LONG/TUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL TN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 19704 2531092 1.92 1.2 1.99 1.1 1.1 0.1* 0.1

SEX:
MALE 9481 1239202 1.65 1.2 1.81 1.1 1.2 0.2* 0.1
FEMALE 10223 1291889 2.18 1.1 2.17 1.0 1.0 -0.0 -0.0

SES:
LON 4324 521731 1.81 1.2 1.88 1.1 1.2 0.1 0.1
MIDDLE 9586 1272834 1.90 1.2 1.98 1.1 1.1 0.1* 0.1
HIGH 5252 673811 2.05 1.1 2.12 1.0 1.1 0.1* 0.1

RACE:
NH/TE 14635 2014244 1.96 1.1 2.02 1.0 1.1 0.1* 0.1
BLACK 2382 293127 1.77 1.3 1.93 1.1 1.2 0.2* 0.1
ASIAN-AMERICAN 264 28684 1.77 1.1 1.89 1.1 1.1 0.1 0.1
AMERICAN INDIAN 162 20992 1.73 1.3 1.85 1.1 1.2 0.1 0.1
MEXICAN-AMER/CAN 1335 91706 1.69 1.2 1.78 1.1 1.2 0.1 0.1
PUERTO RICAN 212 20109 1.60 1.2 1.63 1.2 1.2 0.0 0.0
OTHER HISPANIC 689 59580 1.80 1.2 1.82 1.1 1.1 0.0 0.0

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 17011 2276914 1.90 1.2 1.97 1.1 1.1 0,1* 0.1
PRIVATE 626 73079 2.11 1.0 2.16 1.0 1.0 0.1 0.1
CATHOLIC 2067 181098 2.05 1.1 2.17 1.0 1.0 0.1* 0.1

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4455 586583 1.89 1.2 2.00 1.1 1.1 0.1* 0.1
NORTH CENTRAL 5913 761145 1.95 1.1 2.03 1.0 1.1 0.1* 0.1mum 6008 795316 1.92 1.2 1.95 1.1 1.1 0.0 0.0
NEST 3328 388047 1.91 1.2 1.99 1.1 1.1 0.1 0.1

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6359 822124 1.86 1.2 1.95 1.1 1.1 0.1w 0.1
ACADEHIC 8308 1035236 2.04 1.1 2.11 1.0 1.1 0.1* 0.1
VOCATIONAL 4926 659852 1.82 1.2 1.86 1.1 1.2 O. 0.0

COMINITY TYPE:
URBAN 3888 459287 1.85 1.2 1.94 1.1 1.1 0.1* 0.1
SUBURBAN 9898 1237186 1.94 1.1 2.02 1.1 1.1 0.1* 0.1
RURAL 5918 834618 1.93 1.2 1.98 1.1 1.1 0.1 0.0

695



APPENDIX E-4 7

HON OFTEN DO YOU SPEND TIME OUTSIDE OF SCHOOL TAIAING WITH YOUR MOTHER OR FATHER ABOUT PERSONAL EXPERIENCES?
(0=RARELY OR NEVEM 3=EVERY DAY OR ALMOST EVERY DAY)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL'IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 20084 2579337 1.26 1.1 2.43 0.9 1.0 1.2* 1.1

SEX:
MALE 9652 1261033 1.07 1.1 2.32 0.9 1.0 1.2% 1.2
FEMALE 10432 1318304 1.45 1.2 2.54 0.8 1.0 1.1* 1.1

SES:
LOW 4408 532939 1.05 1.1 2.32 1.0 1.1 1.3* 1.2
MIDDLE 9760 1295565 1.26 1.1 2.43 0.9 1.0 1.2* 1.1
HIGH 5355 686104 1.46 1.1 2.55 0.8 1.0 1.1* 1.1

RACE:
WHITE 14926 2052116 1.29 1.1 2.46 0.9 1.0 1.2* 1.2
BLACK 2435 299963 1.15 1.2 2.32 1.0 1.1 1.2* 1.1
ASIAN-AMERICAN 263 28009 1.27 1.2 2.34 1.0 1.1 1.1* 1.0
AMERICAN INDIAN 166 21403 1.14 1.1 2.32 1.0 1.1 1.2* 1.1
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1349 92896 1.11 1.1 2.34 1.0 1.0 1.2* 1.2
PUERTO RICAN 217 21235 1.05 1.2 2.27 1.0 1.1 1.2* 1.1
OTHER HISPANIC 699 60467 1.24 1.1 2.37 1.0 1.1 1.1* 1.1

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 17324 2317786 1.26 1.1 2.42 0.9 1.0 1.2* 1.1
PRIVATE 637 74417 1.45 1.1 2.51 0.8 1.0 1.1* 1.1
CATHOLIC 2123 187134 1.30 1.1 2.57 0.8 1.0 1.3* 1.3

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4539 597265 1.23 1.1 2.41 0.9 1.0 1.2* 1.2
NORTH CENTRAL 6023 774925 1.28 1.1 2.47 0.9 1.0 1.2* 1.2
SOUTH 6137 812927 1.23 1.1 2.42 0.9 1.0 1.2* 1.2
NEST 3385 394220 1.36 1.1 2.41 0.9 1.0 1.1* 1.0

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6490 839527 1.13 1.1 2.34 0.9 1.0 1.2* 1.2
ACADEMIC 8468 1055664 1.45 1.1 2.55 0.8 1.0 1.1* 1.1
VOCATIONAL 5020 670778 1.15 1.1 2.36 0.9 1.0 1.2* 1.2

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3979 470256 1.29 1.1 2.41 0.9 1.0 1.1* 1.1
SUBURBAN 10057 1255866 1.28 1.1 2.44 0.9 1.0 1.2* 1.1
RURAL 6048 853215 1.23 1.1 (!flp 2.43 0.9 1.0 1.2* 1.2

LOOl)



TOTAL

APPENDIX E-48
I i

,

HOW OFTEN DO YOU SPEND TIHE OUTSIDE OF SCHOOL READING THE FRONT PAGE OF THE NERSPAPER?
(0=RARELY OR NEVER; 3=EVERY DAY OR ALMOST EVERY DAY)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
NHO STAYED IN SCHOOL 1982 SENIORS

POOLED 1982-1980 EFFECTMAN S.D. MEAN S.D. S.D. DIFFERENCE SIZE
20629 2647932 1.74 1.2 1.96 1.1 1.1 0.2* 0.2

SEX:
MALE 9898 1294007 1.81 1.2 2.01 1.1 1.1 0.2* 0.2FEMALE 10731 1353925 1.67 1.2 1.92 1.1 1.1 0.2* 0.2

SE!:
LON 4572 550929 1.46 1.2 1.75 1.1 1.2 0.3* 0.2MIDDLE 10022 1331197 1.75 1.2 1.97 1.1 1.1 0.2* 04HIGH 5456 698803 1.97 1.1 2.15 1.0 1.1 0.2* 0.2

RACE:
WHITE 15251 2097844 1.76 1.2 1.98 1.1 1.1 0.2* 0.2BLACK 2538 312277 1.71 1.2 1.97 1.1 1.1 0.3* 0.2ASIAN-AHERICAN 273 29424 1.89 1.1 2.02 1.0 1.1 0.1 0.1AMERICAN INDIAN 171 21843 1.49 1.3 1.87 1.1 1.2 0.4 0.3EXICAN-AttEpICAN 1412 97021 1.52 1.2 1.75 1.1 1.2 0.2* 0.2PUERTO RICAN 230 22679 1.68 1.2 1.81 1.1 1.2 0.1 0.1OTHER H/SPANIC 725 63598 1.62 1.2 1.86 1.1 1.2 0.2* 0.2

SCHOOL TYPE:
.PUBLIC 17810 2380820 1.72 1.2 1.94 1.1 1.2 0.2* 0.2PRIVATE 657 77244 1.77 1.2 2.03 1.1 1.1 0.3* 0.2CATHOLIC 2162 189867 2.00 1.2 2.18 1.1 1.1 0.2* 0.2

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4659 613714 1.93 1.2 2.11 1.1 1.1 0.2* 0.2NORTH CENTRAL 6140 789766 1.79 1.2 2.03 1.1 1.1 0.2* 0.2SOUTH 6328 837850 1.59 1.2 1.82 1.1 1.2 0.2* 0.2NEST 3502 406602 1.64 1.2 1.90 1.1 1.2 0.3* 0.2

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6696 865330 1.60 1.2 1.85 1.1 1.2 0.3* 0.2ACADEH/C 8658 1078062 1.96 1.1 2.15 1.0 1.1 0.2* 0.2VOCATIONAL 5162 690533 1.57 1.2 1.83 1.1 1.2 0.3* 0.2

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4104 485519 1.83 1.2 2.03 1.1 1.1 0.2* 0.2SUBURBAN 10310 1285771 1.71 1.2 1.95 1.1 1.2 0.2* 0.2RURAL 6215 876643 1.72 1.2 1.95 1.1 1.1 0.2* 0.2
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APPENDIX E-49

HOW OFTEN DO YOU SPEND TIME OUTSIDE OF SCHOOL READING FOR PLEASURE?
IO=RARELY OR NEVERI 3=EVERY DAY OR ALMOST EVERY DAYI

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 198C SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL 1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 20445 2623562 1.22 1.1

SEX:
MALE 9813 1282191 1.02 1.1
FEMALE 10632 1341370 1.42 1.1

SEW
LON 4530 545179 1.10 1.1
MIDDLE 9922 1316893 1.20 1.1
HIGH 5414 694657 1.36 1.1

RACE:
WHITE 15120 2079807 1.21 1.2
BLACK 2521 310144 1.34 1.1
ASIAN-AMERICAN 274 29499 1.45 1.1
AMERICAN INDIAN 165 21161 1.19 1.2
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1388 95048 0.99 1.0
PUERTO RICAN 232 22547 1.15 1.1
OTHER H/SPANIC 716 62109 1.09 1.1

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 17641 2358461 1.22 1.1
PRIVATE 654 77046 1.30 1.2
CATHOLIC 2150 188055 1.23 1.1

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4631 606997 1.21 1.1
NORTH CENTRAL 6098 784760 1.22 1.1
SOUTH 6270 829913 1.20 1.1
WEST 3446 399892 1.27 1.1

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6605 853482 1.08 1.1
ACADEMIC 8631 1074801 1.44 1.1
VOCATIONAL 5099 681425 1.05 1.1

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4076 481167 1.28 1.1
SUBURBAN 10223 1275123 1.18 1.1
RURAL 6146 867271 1.25 1.2

698

POOLED 1982-1980 EFFECT
MEAN S.D. S.D. DIFFERENCE SIZE

1.43 1.1 1.1 0.2* 0.2

1.28 1.1 1.1 0.3* 0.2
1.59 1.1 1.1 0.2* 0.2

1.32 1.1 1.1 0.2* 0.2
1.40 1.1 1.1 0.2* 0.2
1.60 1.1 1.1 0.2* 0.2

1.44 1.1 1.1 0.2* 0.2
1.48 1.0 1.1 0.1* 0.1
1.55 1.0 1.1 0.1 0.1
1.55 1.1 1.2 0.4 0.3
1.22 1.0 1.0 0.2* 0.2
1.45 1.1 1.1 0.3 0.3
1.36 1.1 1.1 0.3* 0.2

1.43 1.1 1.1 0.2* 0.2
1.52 1.1 1.1 0.2* 0.2
1.49 1.1 1.1 0.3* 0.2

1.45 1.1 1.1 0.2* 0.2
1.45 1.1 1.1 0.2* 0.2
1.36 1.1 1.1 0.2* 0.1
1.53 1.1 1.1 0.3* 0.2

1.31 1.1 1.1 0.2* 0.2
1.64 1.1 1.1 0.2* 0.2
1.27 1.1 1.1 0.2* 0.2

1.49 1.1 1.1 0.2* 0.2
1.42 1.1 1.1 0.2* 0.2
1.42 1.1 1.1 0.2* 0.2



APPENDIX E-50

YOUR CLOSEST FRIEND WHO IS A SOPHOhORE GETS G000 GRADES
(PERCENT TRUE)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1952

SAMPLE
N

WEIGHTED
N

1980 SOPHOVORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

PERCENT

1982 SENIORS

PERCENT

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

DIFFERENCE
TOTAL 20553 2637845 83.5 87.5 4.0*
SEX:

MALE 9873 1290724 80.7 84.0 3.2*FEMALE 10680 1347122 86.1 90.9 4.8*

SES:
LON 4540 546445 79.5 55.7 6.2*MIDDLE 9986 1326955 83.2 87.3 4.1*HIGH 5443 696628 87.4 89.4 1.9*

RACE:
WHITE 15204 2091249 83.5 87.7 4.2*BLACK 2538 313043 84.4 88.0 3.6*AS/AN-AMER/CAN 271 29115 83.0 86.8 3.8AMERICAN /NO/AN 162 20936 89.1 86.1 -3.1MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1393 94767 80.8 84.8 3.9*PUERTO R/CAN 235 23241 81.1 82.5 1.4OTHER HISPANIC 724 62784 82.5 86.0 3.5

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 17738 2371389 83.2 57.3 4.1*PRIVATE 649 76629 85.6 88.7 3.0CATHOL/C 2166 189828 86.0 89.3 3.3*

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4664 613835 81.8 87.2 5.5*NORTH CENTRAL 6120 786788 83.4 87.3 4.0*SOUTH 6312 835913 85.6 88.4 2.8*NEST 3457 401309 81.9 86.4 4.6*

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6680 862309 80.8 85.2 4.4*ACADEMIC 8630 1073603 88.1 90.3 2.2*VOCAT/ONAL 5133 688006 79.7 86.1 6.4*

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4066 480289 82.0 87.4 5.4*SUBURBAN 10276 1280628 83.4 87.4 4.0*RURAL 6211 876927 84.4 87.7 33*

Egg



APPENDIX E- 51

YOUR CLOSEST FRIEND WHO IS A SOPHONORE PLANS TO GO TO COLLEGE
(PERCENT TRUE)

LONGITUDINAL CONPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE
N

WEIGHTED
N

1980 SOPHONORES
NHO STAYED rH SCHOOL

PERCENT

1982 SENIORS

PERCENT

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

DIFFERENCE

TOTAL 20093 2580109 67.8 71.6 3.8*

SEX:
MALE 9622 1258983 63.8 68.2 4.4*
FEMALE 10471 1321126 71.6 74.8 3.2*

SES:
LOW 4404 529794 51.4 57.9 6.4*
MIDDLE 9775 1300121 65.8 70.2 4.4*
HIGH 5367 686376 85.1 85.5 0.4

RACE:
WHITE 14910 2050399 67.4 71.2 3.8*
BLACK 2450 301963 71.3 73.9 2.6
ASIAN-AMERICAN 262 28091 83.7 90.4 6.8
AMERICAN INDIAN 160 20584 66.5 64.0 -2.5
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1351 91924 58.4 65.5 7.1*
PUERTO RICAN 223 22121 65.6 71.7 5.1
OTHER HISPANIC 709 62089 70.7 74.0 3.3

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 17330 2318517 66.0 69.9 3.9*
PRIVATE 650 75862 82.3 83.6 1.4
CATHOLIC 2113 185730 84.9 87.8 2.8*

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4567 602561 68.1 71.7 3.6*
NORTH CENTRAL 5990 769960 64.9 70.2 5.3*
SOUTH 6176 816757 67.8 70.1 2.3*
REST 3360 390831 73.4 77.3 39*

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6508 841065 61.4 65.1 3.6*
ACADEMIC 8498 1057212 82.8 87.0 4.2*
VOCATIONAL 4986 668757 52.2 55.6 3.4*

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3956 467647 69.0 74.0 5.1*
SUBURBAN 10059 1253068 71.4 74.7 3.3*
RURAL 6078 859394 61.9

li 0v

65.6 3.7*



APPENDIX E-52

YOUR CLOSEST FRIEND WHO /5 A SOPHOMORE IS POPULAR WITH OTHERS
(PERCENT TRW)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAWLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STATED IN SCHOOL

PERCENT

1982 SENIORS

PERCENT

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

DIFFERENCE
TOTAL 20275 2603054 88.3 91.3 3.0*
SEX:

MALE 9723 1271545 87.8 91.7 3.9*FEMALE 10552 1331509 88.8 90.8 2.0*

SES:
LOW 4461 536969 81.5 86.5 5.0*MIDDLE 9874 1312348 88.9 91.7 2.8*HIGH 5379 689002 93.0 94.7 1.6*

RACE:
WHIU 15028 2067572 90.0 92.5 2.4*BLACK 2494 307572 82.2 87.1 4.9*ASIAN -AHERICAN 265 28452 82.0 83.6 1.6AHERICAN INDIAN 162 21064 78.3 89.9 11.6*MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1365 92188 81.0 84.9 3.8*PUERTO RICAN 226 21815 79.5 83.5 4.0OTHER HISPANIC 706 61273 81.4 88.7 7.3*

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 17486 2338934 87.9 90.9 3.1*PRIVATE 647 75825 92.2 95.4 3.2CATHOLIC 2142 188296 91.9 93.6 1.7

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4587 604404 89.8 92.7 2.9*NORTH CENTRAL 6060 779930 89.1 91.3 2.2*SOUTH 6236 824472 87.2 90.5 3.2*NEST 3392 394249 86.8 90.9 4.0*

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6577 849081 86.6 90.7 4.1*ACADEMIC 8547 1064597 92.0 93.9 1.9*VOCATIONAL 5049 676514 84.9 88.1 3.2*

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4019 475162 85.5 90.2 4.6*SUBURBAN 10132 1262618 88.8 91.3 2.4*RURAL 6124 865274 89.1 91.9 2.8*

701



APPENDIX E-53

YOUR CLOSEST FRIEND ANO IS A SOPHOMORE IS INTERESTED IN SCHOOL
(PERCENT TRUE)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
N N WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

PERCENT

TOTAL 20433 2622499 69.8

SEX:
MALE 9817 1283095 64.6
FEMALE 10616 1339403 74.7

SES:
LOW 4504 541682 65.2
MIDDLE 9936 1320995 68.9
HIGH 5418 693367 75.3

RACE:
WHITE 15127 2080590 68.3
BLACK 2513 309926 79.4
ASIAN-AMERICAN 267 28853 74.8
AMERICAN INDIAN 163 21094 66.5
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1386 94196 70.3
PUERTO RICAN 231 23023 70.9
OTHER HISPANIC 719 62102 70.3

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 17633 2357676 69.7
PRIVATE 649 75929 71.2
CATHOLIC 2151 188894 69.9

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4630 610441 65.6
NORTH CENTRAL 6097 783877 70.5
SOUTH 6266 828835 71.5
WEST 3440 399346 71.2

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6636 856183 64.2
ACADEMIC 8597 1070205 78.5
VOCATIONAL 5095 682594 63.4

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4033 476760 71.9
SUBURBAN 10217 1273068 69.7
RURAL 6183 872671 68.8 7D2

1982 SENIORS

PERCENT

1982-1900
DIFFERENCE

DIFFERENCE

70.5 0.7

66.3 1.7
74.4 -0.3

68.9 3.7*
69.0 0.1
74.6 -0.8

68.4 0.1
81.8 2.5
79.9 5.1
66.3 -0.2
73.2 2.9
78.2 7.4
72.4 2.1

70.2 0.5
72.4 1.2
72.8 2.8

68.0 2.5
70.5 -0.1
72.6 1.1
69.7 -1.6

64.9 0.7
79.5 1.0
63.4 0.0

74.0 2.1
69.3 -0.4
70.3 1.5



APPENDIX E-54

YOUR CLOSEST FRIEND NWO IS A SOPHOMORE ATTENDS CLASSES REGULARLY
(PERCENT TRUE)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL /N 1982

SAMPLE
N

WEIGHTED
N

1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED /N SCHOOL

PERCENT

1982 SEN/ORS

PERCENT

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

DIFFERENCE
TOTAL 20527 2635931 93.5 91.8 -1.7*
SEX:

MALE 9876 1292048 93.0 90.8 -2.2*FEMALE 10651 1343883 94.0 92.7 -1.3*
5E3:

LOW 4526 544926 91.9 91.2 -0.6MIDDLE 9983 1327477 93.3 91.5 -1.9*HIGH 5439 696454 95.4 92.6 -2.9*
RACE:

WHITE 15202 2091461 94.0 91.7 -2.3*BLACK 2525 311820 92.4 93.6 1.2AS/AN-AMERICAN 269 29058 90.9 91.6 0.7AMERICAN INDIAN 162 20923 86.9 84.1 -2.8MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1387 94432 89.3 89.6 0.3PUERTO RICAN 234 23049 94.6 92.8 -1.8OTHER HISPANIC 720 62119 91.5 90.6 -1.0
SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 17712 2369419 93.0 91.5 -1.5*PRIVATE 654 76888 98.7 90.0 -8.7*CATHOL/C 2161 189624 97.8 96.2 -1.6*
GEOGRAPHIC REG/ON:

NORTHEAST 4646 612797 92.9 91.7 -1.1NORTH CENTRAL 6124 787067 94.4 92.8 -1.6*SOUTH 6305 835201 94.4 92.3 -2.1*NEST 3452 400865 90.7 88.5 -2.2*
CURRICULUM:

GENERAL 6676 862924 91.9 90.1 -1.7*ACADEMIC 8632 1073943 96.5 94.7 -1.8*VOCATIONAL 5113 685491 91.0 89.2 -1.8*
COMMUNITY TYPE:

URBAN 4049 479280 91.9 91.3 -0.6SUBURBAN 10271 1279767 93.2 91.6 -1.6*RURAL 6207 876885 94.8 92.3 -2.6*
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APPENDIX E-55

HOW MUCH HAS YOUR MOTHER INFLUENCED YOUR PLANS FOR AFTER HIGH SCHOOL?
(1=NOT AT ALL; 3=A GREAT DEAL)

1982 SENIORS

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 22856 2641909 2.31 0.7

SEX:
MALE 11182 1306581 2.24 0.7
FEMALE 11674 1335328 2.37 0.7

SES:
LON 4652 499879 2.27 0.7
MIDDLE 10156 1209829 2.27 0.7
HIGH 5525 636355 2.42 0.6

RACE:
WHITE 16596 2070444 2.26 0.7
BLACK 2934 317764 2.54 0.6
ASIAN-AMERICAN 315 32036 2.37 0.7
AMERICAN INDIAN 190 22066 2.29 0.7
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1601 98820 2.36 0.7
PUERTO RICAN 292 25163 2.41 0.7
OTHER HISPANIC 850 67565 2.35 0.7

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 19828 2371288 2.30 0.7
PRIVATE 745 78695 2.28 0.7
CATHOLIC 2283 191926 2.36 0.7

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5395 646220 2.31 0.7
NORTH CENTRAL 6701 775209 2.24 0.7
SOUTH 6811 806001 2.37 0.7
NEST 3949 414478 2.30 0.7

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 7492 8691115 2.23 0.7
ACADEMIC 9363 1053493 2.41 0.6
VOCATIONAL 5864 704145 2.25 0.7

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4797 509511 2.36 0.7
SUBURBAN 11414 1292104 2.31 0.7
RURAL 6645 84021; 2.27 0.7

i - 4



APPENDIX E-56

HON MUCH HAS YOUR FATHER INFLUENCED YOUR PLANS FCO AFTER HIGH SCHOOL?
(1=NOT AT ALL( 3=A GREAT DEAL)

1982 SENIORS

SAMPLE WEIGHTED

MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 22583 2612406 2.16 0.7
SEX:

MALE 11070 1293301 2.19 0.7FEMALE 11513 1319105 2.12 0.7
SES:

LON 4539 488026 1.94 0.7MIDDLE 10087 1202301 2.13 0.7HIGH 5517 635142 2.41 0.7

RACE:
WHITE 16524 2061088 2.18 0.7BLACK 2791 301917 2.00 0.8ASIAN-AMERICAN 314 31879 2.38 0.7AMERICAN INDIAN 183 21302 2.11 0.7MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1575 97490 2.13 0.8PUERTO RICAN 283 24257 2.04 0.8OTHER HISPANIC 837 66508 2.14 0.8

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 19580 2343363 2.14 0.7PRIVATE 743 78437 2.29 0.7CATHOLIC 2260 190606 2.25 0.7

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5322 638699 2.16 0.7NORTH CENTRAL 6656 770719 2.13 0.7SOUTH 6694 791476 2.15 0.7NEST 3911 411513 2.22 0.7

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 7409 wool 2.07 0.7ACADEMIC 9286 1045069 2.30 0.7VOCATIONAL 5756 691839 2.05 0.7

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4690 498076 2.11 0.8SUBURBAN 11319 1282462 2.20 0.7RURAL 6574 831868 2.12 0.7
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APPENDIX E-57

HON MUCH HAVE FRIENDS OR RELATIVES ABOUT YOUR OWN AGE INFLUENCED YOUR PLANS FOR AFTER HIGH SCHOOL?

119NOT AT ALL1 3mA GREAT DEAL)
1111.11111111

TOTAL

SEX:
MALE
FEMALE

SIB:
LOW
MIDDLE
HIGH

RACE:
WHITE
BLACK
ASIAN-AMERICAN
AMERICAN IMIAN
MEXICAN-AMERICAN
PUERTO RICAN
OTHER HISPANIC

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC
PRIVATE
CATHOLIC

GEOGRAPHIC REGIGN:
NORTHEAST
NORTH CENTRAL
SOUTH
NEST

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL
ACADEMIC
VOCATIONAL

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN
SUBURBAN
RURAL

1982 SENIORS

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
MEAN
IMADOMft

S.D.
M.M

22617 2616708 1.95 0.7

11020 1289336 1.89 0.7

11597 1327371 2.01 0.7

4404 496102 1.96 0.7

10074 1199772 1.95 0.7

5477 631799 1.96 0.7

16459 2054342 1.92 0.7
2888 312735 2.10 0.7
315 31975 2.12 0.7

187 21917 2.11 0.7

1577 97155 2.03 0.7
204 14453 1.97 0.7

831 66159 1.97 0.7

19618 2347550 1.95 0.7

734 78553 1.93 0.7

2265 190605 2.00 0.7

5333 639689 1.93 0.7

6640 768601 1.92 0.7

6741 799206 2.00 0.7
3903 409212 1.95 0.7

7423 861592 1.92 0.7
9288 1045674 1.99 0.7
5776 694875 1.94 0.7

4729 503046 1.98 0.7
11303 1280795 1.94 0.7

6585 832867 1.95 0.7
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APPENDIX E-59

HON MUCH HAS A GUIDANCE COUNSELOR
INFLUENCED YOUR PLANS FOR AFTER HIGH SCHOOL?

(1mNOT AT ALL) 3mA GREAT DEAL)

1982 SENIORS

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
MEAN S.D.--

TOTAL 22469 2600589 1.63 0.7

SEX:
MALE 10946 1281418 1.61 0.7
FEMALE 11523 1319172 1.66 0.7

SES:
LOW 4568 492476 1.71 0.7
MIDDLE 10026 1194249 1.62 0.7HIGH 5450 629083 1.59 0.6

RACE:
WHITE 16366 2043052 1.57 0.6BLACK 2854 309779 1.94 0.7
ASIAN-AMERICAN 314 31886 1.73 0.7
AMERICAN INDIAN 183 21383 1.82 0.7
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1554 95808 1.78 0.7
PUERTO RICAN 286 24525 1.79 0.7
OTHER HISPANIC 837 66429 1.73 0.7

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 19482 2333173 1.63 0.7
PRIVATE 730 77922 1.61 0.7
CATHOLIC 2257 189495 1.62 0.6

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5320 637238 1.66 0.7
NORTH CENTRAL 6595 763841 1.60 0.6
SOUTH 6679 792487 1.65 0.7NEST 3675 407022 1.60 0.7

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 7347 852830 1.57 0.7ACADEMIC 9262 1043541 1.70 0.7
VOCATIONAL 5730 689740 1.61 0.7

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 46r4 498233 1.68 0.7
SUBURBAN 11242 1274613 1.61 0.7
RURAL 6543 827743 1.64 0.7
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APPENDIX E-53

HOW MUCH HAVE TEACHERS INFLUENCED YOUR PLANS FOG AFTER HIGH SCHOOL?
(1=1401 AT ALL; 3=A GREAT DEAL)

1982 SENIORS

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 22468 2600070 1.67 0.7

SEX:
HALE 10945 1280435 1.63 0.7

FEMALE 11523 1319635 1.71 0.7

SES:
LOW 4573 493066 1.72 0.7

MIDDLE 10022 1193492 1.65 0.7

HIGH 5450 628303 1.65 0.7

RACE:
WHITE 16370 2042749 1.62 0.6

BLACK 2858 310161 1.96 0.7

ASIAN-AMERICAN 314 31839 1.82 0.7

AMERICAN INDIAN 184 21511 1.85 0.7

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1556 95834 1.77 0.7

PUERTO RICAN 281 24131 1.72 0.7

OTHER HISPANIC 831 66302 1.70 0.7

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 19485 2332478 1.67 0.7

PRIVATE 731 78113 1.70 0.6

CATHOLIC 2252 189479 1.64 0.6

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5303 635974 1.63 0.6

NORTH CENTRAL 6595 763368 1.62 0.7

SOUTH 6693 793952 1.74 0.7

WEST 3877 406776 1.68 0.7

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 7347 853066 1.56 0.7

ACADEMIC 9252 100385 1.75 0.7

VOCATIONAL 5739 690150 1.68 0.7

COMMUNITY TYPE;
URBAN 4694 499556 1.75 0.7
SUBURBAN 11240 1274130 1.64 0.7

RURAL 6534 826385 1.66 0.7
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APPENDIX E-60

HOW MUCH HAVE COLLEGE RECRUITERS
INFLUENCED YOUR PLANS FOR AFTER H/GH SCHOOL?

(1=NOT AT ALL: 3=A GREAT DEAL)

1982 SENIORS

SAMPLE WEIGHTED

MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 22367 2589508 1.35 0.6

SEX:
MALE 10892 1275595 1.34 0.6EMALE 11475 1313913 1.36 0.6

SES:
LOW 4550 490166 1.34 0.6MIDDLE 10000 1191299 1.34 0.6
HIGH 5425 626749 1.40 0.6

RACE:
WHITE 16326 2038150 1.30 0.5BLACK 2835 307706 1.66 0.8
ASIAN-AMER/CAN 311 31473 1.42 0.6
AMERICAN INDIAN 183 21383 1.47 0.7
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1538 94110 1.38 0.6
PUERTO RICAk 275 23379 1.33 0.6OTHER HISPAN/C 826 65888 1.42 0.6

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 19390 2321894 1.35 0.6PRIVATE 730 77942 1.34 0.6
CATHOLIC 2247 189672 1.36 0.6

GEOGRAPHIC REG/ON:
NORTHEAST 5278 633511 1.32 0.6
NORTH CENTRAL 6570 760573 1.33 0.6SOUTH 6666 791004 1.41 0.6WEST 3853 404420 1.34 0.6

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 7315 849588 1.29 0.6
ACADEMIC 9227 1039769 1.46 0.6
VOCATIONAL 5698 686018 1.27 0.5

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4657 495993 1.40 0.6
SUBURBAN 11189 1268807 1.33 0.6RURAL 6521 824709 1.35 0.6
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APPENDIX E-61

HOW MUCH HAVE MILITARY RECRUITERS INFLUENCED YOUR PLANS FOR AFTER HIGH SCHOOL?
;1=NOT AT ALL; 3=A GREAT DEAL)

TOTAL

1982 SENIORS

SAMPLE WEIGHTED

22348 2588325

SEX:
MALE 10887 1276034
FEMALE 11461 1312292

SES:
LOW 4560 491656
MIDDLE 9984 1190051
HIGH 5407 624164

RACE:
WHITE 16307 2035527
BLACK 2833 307703
ASIAN-AMERICAN 311 31473
AMERICAN INDIAN 186 21681
MEXICAN-AMER/CAN 1540 94784
PUERTO RICAN 275 23697
OTHER H/SPANIC 823 65874

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 19385 2321601
PRIVATE 724 77616
CATHOLIC 2239 189108

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5267 632718
NORTH CENTRAL 6573 761001
SOUTH 6654 789563
REST 3854 405044

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 7317 850744
ACADEMIC 9198 1036266
VOCATIONAL 5704 686911

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4655 495857
SUBURBAN 11173 1267549
RURAL 6520 80919

710

MEAN S.D.

1.19 0.5

1.28 0.6
1.11 0.4

1.30 0.6
1.19 0.5
1.10 0.4

1.14 0.4
1.45 0.7
1.20 0.5
1.29 0.6
1.29 0.6
1.35 0.6
1.27 0.5

1.20 0.5
1.08 0.3
1.10 0.4

1.18 0.5
1.16 0.4
1.25 0.5
1.16 0.5

1.23 0.5
1.12 0.4
1.25 0.5

1.23 0.5
1.16 0.4
1.22 0.5



APPENDIX 144.62

WOULD YOU SAY YOUR PRESENT OR MOST RECENT JOB ENCOURAGES GOOD RORK HABITS?
(PERCENT YES)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

PERCENT

1982 SENIORS

PERCENT

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

DIFFERENCE
TOTAL 12157 1602760 71.8 79.5 7.7*
SEX:

HALE 6100 810503 75.7 78.1 2.4*FEHALE 6057 792257 67.8 81.0 13.2*
SES:

LON 2377 294472 72.6 79.9 7.3*MOLE 6098 825884 72.8 80.1 7.4*HIGH 3360 441923 69.4 78.6 9.2*
RACE:

WHITE 9684 1342754 71.0 79.4 8.3*BLACK 1092 137142 77.2 81.3 4.0ASIAW-AMERICAN 124 14189 65.1 78.9 13.7AMERICAN INDIAN 73 10034 75.5 76.7 1.2MEXICAN-AMERICAN 715 52351 79.4 83.7 4.3PUERTO RICAN 93 9167 70.5 73.4 2.8OTHER HISPANIC 362 35570 70.9 76.3 5.4
SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 10576 1435184 72.0 79.9 7.9*PRIVATE 339 43781 71.7 70.3 -1.4CATHOLIC 1242 123794 70.1 78.8 8.7*
GEOGRAPHIC REGION:

NORTHEAST 2710 372553 67.1 76.3 9.2*NORTH CENTRAL 3960 517374 71.9 80.4 8.3*SOUTH 3434 461865 74.6 80.8 6.3*NEST 2053 250967 73.6 80.3 6.7*
CURRICULUM:

GENERAL 3789 500840 73.6 78.1 4.5*ACADEMIC 5148 660196 69.7 79.5 9.9*VOCATIONAL 3156 433647 72.9 81.2 8.3*
COMMUNITY TYPE:

URBAN 2138 265538 73.5 78.8 5.3*SUBURBAN 6266 802999 69.3 79.4 10.1*RURAL 3753 534222 74.7 80.2 5.4*
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APPENDIX E- 6 3

VOULD YOU SAY YOUR PRESENT OR HOST RECENT JOB IS A PLACE WHERE PEOPLE GOOF OFF?
(PERCENT NO)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL.IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
NHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

PERCENT

TOTAL 11522 1522353 84.4

SEX:
MALE 5775 768650 84.6

FEMALE 5747 753703 84.3

SES:
LON 2209 275218 84.2

MIDDLE 5807 788925 84.4

HIGH 3222 423646 85.0

RACE:
WHITE 9269 1284963 84.6
BLACK 979 122491 83.4
ASIAN-AMERICAN 119 13574 85.1

AMERICAN mom 72 9726 84.3

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 648 47872 83.0

PUERTO RICAN 68 8804 83.8
OTHER HISPANIC 336 33657 84.0

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 10001 1360805 84.4
PRIVATE 327 42128 86.1

CATHOLIC 1194 119419 84.3

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 2598 357709 85.3
NORTH CENTRAL 3762 491867 82.2
SOUTH 3214 433730 86.3
NEST 1948 239047 84.4

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 3586 475974 83.8
ACADEMIC 4941 634428 85.5
VOCATIONAL 2939 405063 83.5

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 2000 248933 84.2

SUBURBAN 5968 769389 83.7

RURAL 3534 504031 85.6

1982-1980
1982 SENIORS DIFFERENCE

PERCENT DIFFERENCE

87.1 2.6*

86.3 1.8*
87.8 3.5*

88.4 4.3*
87.1 2.7*
86.2 1.2

87.3 2.7*
85.3 1.9
84.0 -1.1
80.6 -3.7
88.7 5.8*
86.3 2.5
85.4 1.4

87.2 2.8*
86.2 0.1
86.3 2.1

86.5 1.2
87.2 5.0*
87.2 0.9
87.5 3.1*

85.4 1.6

87.6 2.1*
88.1 4.6*

86.1 1.9
85.8 2.1*

712 89.4 3.8*



APPENDIA1e- 64

WOULD YOU SAY YOUR PRESENT
OR MOST RECENT JOB IS SOMETHING YOU 00 JUST FOR THE MONEY?(PERCENT NO)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

PERCENT

1982 SENIORS

PERCENT

1982-1980
D/FFERENCE

DIFFERENCETOTAL 13120 1728585 36.8 39.7
2.9*SEX:

MALE 6639 880814 34.2 36.3 2.1
FEMALE 6481 847771 39.3 43.2

3.7*SES:
LOW 2541 314225 ?6.5 42.6

6.0*
MIDDLE 6559 889793 37.7 39.4

1.7
HIGH 3673 481573 35.6 38.4

2.8RACE:
WHITE 10505 1454130 37.4 40.2

2.7*
BLACK 1149 143792 32.8 34.4

1.6
ASIAN-AMERICAN 136 15277 30.8 34.4

3.7
AMER/CAN INDIAN ea 11896 33.2 43.5

10.3MEXICAN-AMERICAN 748 54715 36.4 43.2 6.8*
PUERTO RICAN 103 10161 39.0 31.2 -7.9
OTHER HISPANIC 375 36849 33.0 38.7

5.6SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 11402 1549159 36.8 39.9 3.1*
PRIVATE 371 47517 37.4 35.1 -2.3
CATHOLIC 1347 131909 37.0 38.4 1.4

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 2971 408744 35.4 37.4

2.1
NORTH CENTRAL 4236 552022 37.8 41.1

3.3*
SOUTH 3667 495014 37.2 40.0

2.8
NEST 2246 272806 36.4 39.6 3.3CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 4142 546021 35.7 37.6 1.9
ACADEMIC 5607 720606 36.1 37.9

1.8
VOCATIONAL 3303 453706 39.3 44.8 5.5*

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 2316 288436 35.1 37.5 2.4
SUBURBAN 6798 869812 35.0 39.6

4.6*
RURAL 4006 570337 40.5 40.8

0.3
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APPENDIX E-65

WOULD YOU SAY YOUR PRESENT OR HOST RECENT JOB IS MORE IMPORTANT FOR YOU THAN SCHOOL?

(PERCENT YES)

LONGITUDINAL CONPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

PERCENT

TOTAL 11541 1525379 9.5

SEX:
MALE 5783 769913 13.6

FEMALE 5758 755466 5.3

SES:
LOW 2218 275635 10.6

MIDDLE 5818 789839 10.7

HIGH 3218 424077 6.4

RACE:
WHITE 9295 1289510 9.8

BLACK 972 122050 6.1

ASIAN-AMERICAN 123 13895 5.9

AMERICAN INDIAN 72 9571 16.6

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 654 48072 7.6

PUERTO RICAN 83 8025 5.7

OTHER HISPANIC 331 32999 9.7

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 10031 1364893 9.8

PRIVATE 327 41842 7.2

CATHOLIC 1183 118644 6.9

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 2586 356615 10.2

NORTH CENTRAL 3776 494354 9.6

SOUTH 3216 433517 '9.3

WEST 1963 240893 8.6

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 3581 474295 12.3

ACADEMIC 4932 634045 4.9

VOCATIONAL 2977 410745 13.3

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 1992 247863 6.6

SUBURBAN 5979 768808 8.8

RURAL 3570 508708 11.8 71 4

1982 SENIORS

PERCENT

1982-1980
DIFFERENUE

DIFFERENCE

14.7 5.3*

17.7 4.2*

11.7 6.4*

15.0 44*
17.0 6.3*

10.1 3.8*

15.6 5.8*
6.2 0.0

11.7 5.8

24.8 8.2

12.7 5.2*
8.4 2.7

14.6 4.9

15.2 5.5*

16.7 9.6*

8.4 1.5

15.0 4.9*

17.6 8.0*

12.1 2.8*

13.3 4.7*

19.0 6.7*
6.0 1.0

23.3 10.0*

10.2 3.6*
14.3 5.5*

17.6 5.8*



APPENDiX E- 66

WOULD YOU SAY YOUR PRESENT OR MOST RECENT JOB IS HORE ENJOYABLE THAN SCHOOL?
(PERCENT YES)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN-1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

PERCENT

1982 SENIORS

PERCENT

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

DIFFERENCE
TOTAL 11861 1566960 55.1 50.4 -4.7*SEX:

MALE 5922 786707 56.4 51.0
-5.4*FEMALE 5939 780253 53.7 49.7
-4.0*

SES:
LOW 2293 286297 55.3 48.5 -6.9*MIDDLE 5985 811307 56.4 52.2 -4.2*HIGH 3280 432007 51.9 47.9

-4.0*
RACE:

WHITE 9549 1325313 56.6 52.1 -4.5*BLACK 999 124862 44.1 36.2 -7.9*ASIAN-AMERICAN 120 13589 41.6 29.9 -11.7AMERICAN /INDIAN 77 9857 53.3 54.1 0.8MEXICAN-AMERICAN 667 48245 49.0 44.9 -4.1PUERTO RICAN 90 8816 56.6 39.1 -17,5OTHER HISPANIC 348 35022 50.9 52.8 2.0
SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 10304 1402500 54.5 50.7 -3.8*PRIVATE 338 43183 56.0 46.8 -9.1CATHOLIC 1219 121277 60.8 47.4 -13.4*
GEOGRAPHIC REGION:

NORTHEAST 2676 369112 58.8 50.7 -8.2*NORTH CENTRAL 3892 509793 57.5 52.8 -4.8*SOUTH 3304 445118 51.6 48.5 -3.1NEST 1989 242938 50.5 48.3 -2.1
CURRICULUM:

GENERAL 3737 495373 59.4 55.7 -3.7*ACADEMIC 5024 645963 48.5 41.1
-7.4*

VOCATIoNAL 3043 418573 59.9 58.3 -1.5
COMMUNITY TYPE:

URBAN 2028 252065 51.4 44.4 -7.0*SUBURBAN 6163 792605 55.1 51.0
-4.0*

RURAL 3670 522289 56.8 52.3 -4.6*
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APPENDIX E-67

IN DETERMINING THE KIND OF RORK YOU PLAN TO DE DOING, HOW IMPORTANT WAS WORK THAT SEEMS IMPORTANT AND INTEREST/NO/

INOT IMPORTANT) 3=VERY IMPORTANT)

1982 SENIORS

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 21447 2484937 2.80 0.4

SEX:
MALE 10365 1213803 2.74 0.5

FEMALE 11082 1271134 2.86 0.4

SES:
LOW 4240 460040 2.75 0.5

MIDDLE 9646 1149380 2.81 0.4

HIGH 5285 608087 2.85 0.4

RACE:
WHITE 15911 1982841 2.81 0.4

BLACK 2557 273804 2.77 0.5

ASIAN-AMERICAN 291 29448 2.84 0.4

AMERICAN INDIAN 172 20080 2.77 0.4

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1394 86913 2.75 0.5

PUERTO RICAN 265 22589 2.71 0.5

OTHER H/SPANIC 801 63911 2.76 0.5

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 18555 2226939 2.80 0.4

PRIVATE 721 75809 2.84 0.4

CATHOLIC 2171 182189 2.85 0.4

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5191 624033 2.81 0.4

NORTH CENTRAL 6426 744736 2.80 0.4

SOUTH 6173 728530 2.77 0.5

NEST 3657 387639 2.83 0.4

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6950 807758 2.76 0.5

ACADEMIC 8949 1008797 2.86 0.4

VOCATIONAL 5424 654830 2.76 0.5

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4409 471019 2.81 0.4

SUBURBAN 10760 1213790 2.81 0.4

RURAL 6278 800129 2.78 0.5
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APPENDIX E- 68

IN DETERMINING THE KIND OF WORK YOU PLAN TO BE DOING, HOW IMPORTANT WAS MEETING AND WORKING WITH SOCIABLE, FRIENDLY PEOPLE?(NOT IMPORTANT; 3=VERY IMPORTANT)

1982 SENIORS

SAMPLE WEIGHTED

MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 21499 2491044 2.60 0.6

SEX:
MALE 10383 1215522 2.51 0.6FEMALE 11116 1275521 2.69 0.5

SES:
LON 4248 461316 2.62 0.6PUDDLE 9679 1153114 2.60 0.6H/GH 5294 609048 2.60 0.6

RACE%
WHITE 15940 1986442 2.59 0.6BLACK 2577 276048 2.63 0.6AB/AN-AMERICAN 292 29643 2.59 0.6AMERICAN INDIAN 174 20344 2.56 0.6MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1395 87010 2.65 0.5PUERTO RICAN 265 22354 2.63 0.5OTHER H/SPANIC 801 63851 2.62 0.6

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 18607 2233254 2.60 0.6PR/VATE 719 75611 2.56 0.6CATHOLIC 2173 182179 2.62 0.6

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5208 625245 2.62 0.6NORTH CENTRAL 6444 746271 2.57 0.6SOUTH 6185 730964 2.61 0.6NEST 3662 388564 2.61 0.6

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6983 812179 2.59 0.6ACADEMIC 8959 1009182 2.59 0.6VOCATIONAL 5433 656132 2.63 0.6

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4429 473136 2.60 0.6SUBURBAN 10780 1216127 2.61 0.6RURAL 6290 801780 2.59 0.6

717



APPENDIX E-69

IN DETERMINING THE KIND OF WORK YOU PLAN TO BE DOING, HOW IMPORTANT WAS JOB SECURITY AND PERMANENCE?
;NOT IMPORTANT; 3=VERY IMPORTANT)

1482 SENIORS

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 21217 2461342 2.55 0.6

SEX:
MALE 10243 1202093 2.54 0.6

FEMALE 10974 1259249 2.55 0.6

SES:
LOW 4191 455326 2.53 0.6

MIDDLE 9538 1137472 2.57 0.6

HIGH 5239 603137 2.52 0.6

RACE:
WHITE 15759 1965965 2.54 0.6

BLACK 2525 270533 2.59 0.6

ASIAN-AMERICAN 268 29167 2.59 0.6

AMERICAN INDIAN 174 20338 2.49 0.6

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1372 85377 2.52 0.6
PUERTO RICAN 256 21584 2.52 0.6

OTHER HISPANIC 788 62878 2.50 0.6

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 18357 2206037 2.55 0.6

PRIVATE 714 74749 2.43 0.7

CATHOLIC 2146 180556 2.54 0.6

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5128 617306 2.56 0.6

NORTH CENTRAL 6376 739201 2.54 0.6

SOUTH 6100 721008 2.55 0.6

WEST 3613 383827 2.54 0.6

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6871 800281 2.52 0.6
ACADEMIC 8865 999322 2.55 0.6

VOCATIONAL 5361 648461 2.57 0.6

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4362 466760 2.57 0.6

SUBURBAN 10626 1200127 2.55 0.6

RURAL 6229 794455 2.53 0.6

718



APPENDIX E- 70

IN DETERMINING THE KIND OF WORK YOU PLAN TO BE DOING, HOW IMPORTANT WAS FREEDOM TO MAKE YOUR OWN DECISIONS?
(NOT IMPORTANT; 3=VERY IMPORTANT)

1982 SENIORS

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 21373 2477827 2.54 0.6

SEX:
MALE 10317 1209174 2.53 0.6FEMALE 11056 1268653 2.56 0.5

SES:
LOW 4219 458036 2.54 0.6MIDDLE 9625 1147192 2.52 0.6HIGH 5273 607467 2.58 0.5

RACE:
WHITE 15861 1977147 2.54 0.6BLACK 2556 274039 2.61 0.6ASIAN-AMERICAN 292 29592 2.60 0.5AMERICAN INDIAN 172 20200 2.51 0.6
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1380 85936 2.52 0.6PUERTO RICAN 262 22129 2.51 0.5OTHER HISPANIC 792 63252 2.55 0.5

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 18497 2220813 2.54 0.6PRIVATE 715 75644 2.63 0.5CATHOLIC 2161 181370 2.55 0.6

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5167 621683 2.54 0.6NORTH CENTRAL 6424 744001 2.52 0.6SOUTH 6142 725889 2.56 0.6NEST 3640 386254 2.57 0.5

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6936 806899 2.53 0.6ACADEMIC 8910 1004334 2.55 0.5VOCATIONAL 5407 653337 2.54 0.6

COMMLNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4392 469338 2.56 0.6SUBURBAN 10726 1211023 2.54 0.6RURAL 6255 797466 2.53 0.6

719



APPENDIX E-71

IN DETERMINING THE KIND OF MORK YOU PLAN TO BE DOING, HON IMPORTANT WAS GOOD INCOME TO START OR WITHIN A FEW YEARS?
(NOT IMPORTANT) 38VERY IMPORTANT)

1982 SENIORS

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 21554 2498810 2.38 0.6

SEX:
MALE 10427 1221629 2.41 0.6

FEMALE 11127 1277181 2.3b 0.6

SES:
LOW 4259 462259 2.42 0.6

MIDDLE 9695 1155639 2.38 0.6

HIGH 5307 610696 2.34 0.6

RACE:
WHITE 15981 1992578 2.35 0.6

BLACK 2586 277009 2.54 0.6

ASIAN-AMERICAN 293 29652 2.36 0.6

AMERICAN INDIAN 172 20137 2.37 0.6

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1398 87189 2.39 0.6

PUERTO RICAN 268 22933 2.45 0.6

OTHER HISPANIC 800 63771 2.46 0.6

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 18657 2240451 2.39 0.6

PRIVATE 721 75902 2.23 0.7

CATHOLIC 2176 182457 2.32 0.6

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5225 627990 2.41 0.6

NORTH CENTRAL 6454 747947 2.35 0.6

SOUTH 6200 732734 2.41 0.6

WEST 3675 390139 2.34 0.6

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6992 813441 2.39 0.6

ACADEMIC 8985 1012792 2.33 0.6

VOCATIONAL 5453 659025 2.46 0.6

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4439 474189 2.42 0.6

SUBURBAN 10816 1221336 711/12.36 0.6

RURAL 6299 803285 hU2.39 0.6



APPENDIX E- 72,

IN DETERMINING THE KIND OF WORK YOU PLAN TO BE DOING, HOW IMPORTANT WAS
PREVIOUS WORK EXPERIENCE IN THE AREA?

(NOT IMPORTANT; 3=VERY IMPORTANT)

1982 SENIORS

SAMPLE WEIGHTED
MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 21575 2500254 2.04 0.7

SEX:
MALE 10435 1221712 2.02 0.8
FEMALE 11140 1278542 2.06 0.7

SES:
LON 4272 463511 2.13 0.7
MIDDLE 9698 1155570 2.05 0.7
HIGH 5313 611302 1.92 0.8

RACE:
WHITE 15991 1992736 2.01 0.7
BLACK 2588 277511 2.20 0.7
ASIAN-AMERICAN 293 29491 2.05 0.8
AMERICAN INDIAN 173 20216 2.14 0.7
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1401 87406 2.13 0.7
PUERTO RICAN 271 23077 2.11 0.7
OTHER HISPANIC 799 63927 2.13 0.7

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 18676 2242088 2.05 0.7
PRIVATE 721 75254 1.90 0.7
CATHOLIC 2178 182911 1.92 0.8

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 5230 628429 2.04 0.8
NORTH CENTRAL 6464 748602 2.03 0.7
SOUTH 6203 733027 2.04 0.7WEST 3678 390195 2.06 0.8

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 7005 314590 2.07 0.7
ACADEMIC 8980 1011729 1.89 0.8
VOCATIONAL 5466 660266 2.22 0.7

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 4443 474302 2.08 0.8
SUBURBAN 10814 1220655 2.01 0.8
RURAL 6318 805297 2.06 0.7

721



APPENDIX E-73

HOW IMPORTANT TO YOU IN YOUR LIFE IS BEING SUCCESSFUL IN YOUR LINE OF WORK?
(1=NOT IMPORTANT; 3mVERY IMPORTANT)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL 1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 20140 2588191 2.85 0.4

SEX:
MALE 9617 1259867 2.85 0.4

FEMALE 10523 1328323 2.85 0.4

SES:
LOW 4373 526580 2.80 0.4

MIDDLE 9843 1308457 2.86 0.4
HIGH 5414 694205 2.89 0.3

RACE:
WHITE 15066 2073945 2.86 0.4

BLACK 2387 290878 2.86 0.4

ASIAN-AMERICAN 264 28527 2.86 0.4

AMERICAN INDIAN 162 20527 2.79 0.5

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1295 87302 2.82 0.4

PUERTO RICAN 225 21820 2.74 0.5

OTHER HISPANIC 711 61914 2.81 0.5

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 17345 2322389 2.85 0.4

PRIVATE 652 76781 2.83 0.4

CATHOLIC 2143 189021 2.87 0.3

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4647 613794 2.87 0.4

NORTH CENTRAL 6038 778081 2.84 0.4

SOUTH 6069 800048 2.85 0.4

WEST 3386 396268 2.86 0.4

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6543 846334 2.82 0.4

ACADEMIC 8552 1066663 2.89 0.3

VOCATIONAL 4942 662183 2.83 0.4

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3944 467694 2.85 0.4

SUBURBAN 10119 1260769 2.86
0.4RURAL 6077 859728 2.84 0.4 '722

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

2.86 0.4 0.4 0.0 0.0

2.87 0.4 0.4 0.0* 0.1
2.85 0.4 0.4 -0.0 -0.0

2.84 0.4 0.4 0.0* 0.1
2.86 0.4 0.4 0.0 0.0

2.87 0.4 0.3 -0.0* -0.1

2.85 0.4 0.4 -0.0 -0.0
2.91 0.3 0.4 0.1* 0.1
2.90 0.3 0.4 0.0 0.1

2.87 0.4 0.4 0.1 0.2

2.87 0.4 0.4 0.1 0.1
2.85 0.4 0.4 0.1 0.2
2.86 0.4 0.4 0.0 0.1

2.86 0.4 0.4 0.0 0.0

2.79 0.4 0.4 -0.0 -0.1
2.88 0.3 0.3 0.0 0.0

2.86 0.4 0.4 -0.0 -0.0
2.85 0.4 0.4 0.0 0.0

2.87 0.4 0.4 0.0 0.0
2.86 0.4 0.4 0.0 0.0

2.83 0.4 0.4 0.0 0.0

2.89 0.3 0.3 -0.0 -0.0
2.85 0.4 0.4 0.0 0.1

2.88 0.3 0.4 0.0* 0.1

2.86
0.4 0.4 -0.0 -0.0

2.85 0.4 0.4 0.0 0.0



APPENDIX E-74

NON IMPORTANT TO YOU IN YOUR LIFE IS BEING ABLE TO FIND STEADY WORK?
(1=NOT IMPORTANT) 3:VERY IMPORTANT)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL /N SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
NtiO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 19780 2545393 2.84 0.4 2.85 0.4 0.4 0.0* 0.0
SEX:

MALE 9470 1241382 2.86 0.4 2.87 0.4 0.4 0.0 0.0FEMALE 10310 1304011 2.82 0.4 2.84 0.4 0.4 0.0* 0.1
SES:

LOW 4264 514778 2.81 0.4 2.85 0.4 0.4 0.0* 0.1MIDDLE 9661 1286021 2.85 0.4 2.86 0.4 0.4 0.0 0.0HIGH 5350 685786 2.84 0.4 2.84 0.4 0.4 0.0 0.0
RACE:

WHITE 14842 2044419 2.84 0.4 2.85 0.4 0.4 0.0 0.0BLACK 2307 282027 2.85 0.4 2.87 0.4 0.4 0.0 0.0ASIAN-AMERICAN 261 28359 2.81 0.4 2.88 0.3 0.4 0.1 0.2AMERICAN INDIAN 162 20386 2.71 0.5 2.90 0.3 0.4 0.2* 0.4MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1271 85550 2.83 0.4 2.86 0.4 0.4 0.0 0.1PUERTO RICAN 219 21094 2.83 0.4 2.83 0.4 0.4 -0.0 -0.0OMER HISPANIC 689 60300 2.81 0.5 2.80 0.5 0.5 -0.0 -0.0
SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 17032 2283718 2.84 0.4 2.85 0.4 0.4 0.0* 0.0PRIVATE 644 75261 2.83 0.4 2.77 0.5 0.4 -0.1 -0.1CATHOLIC 2104 186413 2.84 0.4 2.86 0.4 0.4 0.0 0.0
GEOGRAPHIC REGION:

NORTMAST 4572 605045 2.85 0.4 2.86 0.4 0.4 0.0 0.0NORTH CENTRAL 5936 766003 2.84 0.4 2.86 0.4 0.4 0.0* 0.1SOUTH 5937 783824 2.83 0.4 2.85 0.4 0.4 0.0 0.0WEST 3335 390520 2.82 0.4 2.83 0.4 0.4 0.0 0.0
CURRICULUM:

GENERAL 6427 832245 2.82 0.4 2.85 0.4 0.4 0.0 0.1ACADEMIC 8429 1052728 2.85 0.4 2.86 0.4 0.4 0.0 0.0VOCATIONAL 4826 648019 2.83 0.4 2.85 0.4 0.4 0.0 0.1
COMMUNITY TYPE:

URBAN 3846 457131 2.83 0.4 2.85 0.4 0.4 0.0 0.1SUBURBAN 9951 1241636 2.84 0.4 2.86 0.4 0.4 0.0 0.0RURAL 5983 846625 2.84 0.4 2.85 0.4 0.4 0.0 0.0

723



APPENDIX E- 75

HOW IMPORTANT TO YOU IN YOUR LIFE IS FINDING THE RIGHT PERSON TO HARRY AND HAVING A HAPPY FAMILY LIFE?
11=NOT IMPORTANT; 3=VERY IMPORTANT;

LONGITUDINAL COWARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 JOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1902 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 20105 2584465 2.80 0.5 2.81 0.5 0.5 0.0 0.0

SEX:
MALE 9590 1257157 2.76 0.5 2.79 0.5 0.5 0.0 0.0

FEMALE 10515 1327308 2.84 0.4 2.84 0.4 0.4 0.0 0.0

SES:
LOW 4372 526422 2.76 0.5 2.80 0.5 0.5 0.0 0.1

MIDDLE 9826 1306383 2.81 0.5 2.83 0.5 0.5 0.0 0.0

HIGH 5393 692189 2.81 0.5 2.80 0.5 0.5 -0.0 -0.0

RACE:
WHITE 15038 2070152 2.82 0.5 2.82 0.5 0.5 0.0 0.0

BLACK 2379 290805 2.72 0.6 2.75 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.0

ASIAN-AMERICAN 264 28694 2.77 0.5 2.82 0.4 0.5 0.1 0.1

AMERICAN INDIAN 164 20662 2.63 0.7 2.77 0.5 0.6 0.1 0.2

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1298 87490 2.76 0.5 2.84 0.4 0.5 0.1* 0.2

PUERTO RICAN 223 21490 2.77 0.5 2.82 0.5 0.5 0.1 0.1

OTHER HISPANIC 710 61832 2.77 0.5 2.81 0.5 0.5 0.0 0.1

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 17324 2320281 2.80 0.5 2.81 0.5 0.5 0.0* 0.0

PRIVATE 649 76058 2.81 0.5 2.78 0.5 0.5 -0.0 -0.1

CATHOLIC 2132 188126 2.84 lip.4 2.83 0.4 0.4 -0.0 -0.0

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4640 612847 2.79 0.5 2.81 0.5 0.5 0.0 0.0

NORTH CENTRAL 6021 776135 2.80 0.5 2.82 0.5 0.5 0.0 0.0

SOUTH 6063 800104 2.81 0.5 2.82 0.5 0.5 0.0 0.0

WEST 3381 395379 2.79 0.5 2.80 0.5 0.5 0.0 0.0

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6534 844605 2.79 0.5 2.81 0.5 0.5 0.0 0.0

ACADEMIC 8524 1063765 2.81 0.5 2.82 0.5 0.5 0.0 0.0

VOCATIONAL 4946 663342 2.79 0.5 2.80 0.5 0.5 0.0 0.0

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3943 468572 2.78 0.5 2.78 0.5 0.5 0.0 0.0

SUBURBAN 10095 1258340 2.81 0.5 2.82 0.5 0.5 0.0 0.0

RURAL 6067 857553 2.80 0.5 19,4
f ft. L

2.82 0.5 0.5 0.0 0.0



APPENDIX E-76

HOW IMPORTANT TO YOU IN YOUR LIFE IS HAVING STRONG FRIENDSHIPS/
(1=NOT IMPORTANT; 3=VERY IMPORTANT)

LOMGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED /N SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 20049 2577998 2.82 0.4 2.79 0.4 0.4 -0.0* -0.1
SEX:

MALE 9559 1253551 2.79 0.4 2.80 0.4 0.4 0.0 0.0FEMALE 10490 1324448 2.84 0.4 2.79 0.4 0.4 -0.1* -0.1
SES:

LOW 4344 523660 2.74 0.5 2.70 0.5 0.5 -0.0* -0.1MIDDLE 9798 1303052 2.82 0.4 2.79 0.4 0.4 -0.0* -0.1HIGH 5396 691802 2.87 0.4 2.87 0.4 0.4 -0.0 -0.0
RACE:

WHITE 15014 2067091 2.85 0.4 2.83 0.4 0.4 -0.0* -0.1BLACK 2365 288479 2.61 0.6 2.55 0.6 0.6 -0.1* -0.1ASIAN-AMERICAN 263 28516 2.82 0.5 2.83 0.4 0.4 0.0 0.0AMERICAN INDIAN 164 20686 2.71 0.5 2.73 0.5 0.5 0.0 0.0MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1287 86910 2.76 0.5 2.73 0.5 0.5 -0.0 -0.1PUERTO RICAN 223 21364 2.65 0.6 2.65 0.6 0.6 -0.0 -0.0OTHER HISPANIC 704 61693 2.73 0.5 2.72 0.5 0.5 -0.0 -0.0
SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 17266 2313037 2.81 0.4 2.78 0.5 0:4 -0.0* -0.1PRIVATE 647 76232 2.88 0.3 2.87 0.4 0.3 -0.0 -0.0CATHOLIC 2136 188730 2.89 0.3 2.89 0.3 0.3 -0.0 -0.0
GEOGRAPHIC REGION:

NORTHEAST 4631 612488 2.82 0.4 2.81 0.4 0.4 -0.0 -0.0NORTH CENTRAL 6004 773931 2.83 0.4 2.81 0.4 0.4 -0.0 -0.0SOUTH 6033 795616 2.79 0.5 2.74 0.5 0.5 -0.0* -0.1NEST 3381 395963 2.83 0.4 2.83 0.4 0.4 0.0 0.0
CURRICULUM:

GENERAL 6503 841132 2.81 0.4 2.77 0.5 0.4 -0.0* -0.1ACADEMIC 8524 1064134 2.86 0.4 2.84 0.4 0.4 -0.0 -0.0VOCATIONAL 4919 659719 2.77 0.5 2.75 0.5 0.5 -0.0 -0.0
COMUNITY TYPE:

URBAN 3918 465316 2.75 0.5 2.73 0.5 0.5 -0.0 -0.0SUBURBAN 10074 1255769 2.84 0.4 2.82 0.4 0.4 -0.0* -0.0RURAL 6057 856913 2.82 0.4 2.79 0.4 0.4 -0.0* -0.1

725



APPENDIX E-77

HOW IMPORTANT TO YOU IN YOUR LIFE IS HAVING LEISURE TIME TO ENJOY YOUR nim INTERESTS?
(1=NOT IMPORTANT; 3=VERY IMPORTANT)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982.

SAMPLE
N

WEIGHTED
N

1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL 1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D. MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 20033 2576856 2.69 0.5 2.69 0.5 0.5 -0.0 -0.0

SEX:
MALE 9549 1252805 2.70 0.5 2.69 0.5 0.5 -0.0 -0.0

FEMALE 10484 1324051 2.68 0.5 2.68 0.5 0.5 0.0 0.0

SES:
LOW 4344 523790 2.61 0.6 2.61 0.5 0.5 0.0 0.0

MIDDLE 9786 1302213 2.69 0.5 2.69 0.5 0.5 0.0 0.0

HIGH 5389 691129 2.76 0.4 2.75 0.4 0.4 -0.0 -0.0

RACE:
WHITE 15000 2065161 2.71 0.5 2.70 0.5 0.5 -0.0 -0.0

BLACK 2368 289755 2.65 0.5 2.63 0.5 0.5 -0.0 -0.0

ASIAN-AMERICAN 261 28375 2.69 0.5 2.74 0.5 0.5 0.0 0.1

AMERICAN INDIAN 162 20412 2.59 0.6 2.54 0.6 0.6 -0.1 -0.1

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1286 86836 2.53 0.6 2.59 0.5 0.6 0.1 0.1

PUERTO RICAN 224 21545 2.63 0.5 2.62 0.6 0.5 -0.0 -0.0

OTHER HISPANIC 702 61493 2.62 0.6 2.66 0.5 0.5 0.0 0.1

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 17255 2311745 2.69 0.5 2.68 0.5 0.5 -0.0 -0.0

PRIVATE 650 76781 2.72 0.5 2.72 0.5 0.5 0.0 0.0

CATHOLIC 2128 188331 2.72 0.5 2.73 0.5 0.5 0.0 0.0

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4636 613410 2.72 0.5 2.71 0.5 0.5 -0.0 -0.0

NORTH CENTRAL 6002 773986 2.69 0.5 2.70 0.5 0.5 0.0 0.0

SOUTH 6027 795581 2.66 0.5 2.65 0.5 0.5 -0.0 -0.0

NEST 3368 393879 2.69 0.5 2.70 0.5 0.5 0.0 0.0

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6505 842254 2.67 0.5 2.67 0.5 0.5 0.0 0.0

ACADEMIC 8505 2061778 2.74 0.5 2.73 0.5 0.5 -0.0 -6.0

VOCATIONAL 4922 660112 2.65 0.5 2.64 0.5 0.5 -0.0 -0.0

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3917 466160 2.66 0.5 2.67 0.5 0.5 0.0 0.0

SUBURBAN 10069 1255883 2.71 0.5 Irr)(1 2.71 0.5 0.5 -0.0 -0.0

RURAL 6047 854814 2.68 0.5 4°`' 2.67 0.5 0.5 -0.0 -0.0



APPENDIX ',,E4:7:Et

HON IMPORTANT TO YOU IN YOUR LIFE IS BEING ABLE TO G/VE YOUR CHILDREN BETTER OPPORTUNITIES THAN YOU'VE HAD?
(1:NOT IMPORTANT; 3=VERY IMPORTANT)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE ST/LL /N SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE NEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
NHO STAYED /N SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 19862 2553795 2.67 0.5 2.65 0.6 0.6 -0.0* -0.0
SEX:

MALE 9483 1242441 2.68 0.5 2.66 0.6 0.6 -0.0 -0.0FEMALE 10379 1311355 2.67 0.6 2.65 0.5 0.5 -0.0 -0.0
SES:

LON 4307 518790 2.73 0.5 2.75 0.5 0.5 0.0 0.0MIDDLE 9722 1293444 2.68 0.5 2.66 0.5 0.5 -0.0 -0.0H/GH 5332 683374 2.61 0.6 2.55 0.6 0.6 -0.1* -0.1
RACE:

WHITE 14875 2048299 2.65 0.6 2.62 0.6 , 0.6 -0.0* -0.0BLACK 2340 286125 2.80 0.5 2.83 0.4 t 0.5 0.0 0.1ASIAN-AMERICAN 258 27748 2.74 0.5 2.78 0.5 0.5 0.0 0.1AMERICAN INDIAN 161 20197 2.72 0.5 2.71 0.5 0.5 -0.0 -0.0MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1282 86542 2.77 0.5 2.79 , 0.5 0.5 0.0 0.0PUERTO RICAN 220 21068 2.83 0.4 2.82 0.4 0.4 -0.0 -0.0OTHER HISPANIC 696 60539 2.73 0.5 2.70 0.5 0.5 -0.0 -0.0
SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 17110 2292102 2.68 0.5 2.66 0.5 0.5 -0.0 -0.0PRIVATE 643 75781 2.57 0.6 2.49 0.7 0.6 -0.1 -0.1CATHOLIC 2109 7 5913 2.64 0.6 2.61 0.6 0.6 -0.0 -0.0
GEOGRAPHIC REGION:

NORTHEAST 4582 605764 2.66 0.6 2.65 0.6 0.6 -0.0 -0.0NORTH CENTRAL 5963 769169 2.63 0.6 2.60 0.6 0.6 -0.0 -0.1SOUTH 597c 787726 2.74 0.5 2.74 0.5 0.5 -0.0 -0.0WEST 334 391136 2.64 0.6 2.62 0.6 0.6 -0.0 -0.0
CURRICULUM:

GENERAL 6436 832756 2.69 0.5 2.67 0.5 0.5 -0.0 -0.0ACADEMIC 8438 2052834 2.64 0.6 2.61 0.6 0.6 -0.0* -0.1VOCATIONAL 48416 655443 2.70 0.5 2.70 0.5 0.5 -0.0 -0.0
COMMUNITY TYPE:

URBAN 3876 460423 2.71 0.5 2.72 0.5 0.5 0.0 0.0SUBURBAN 9981 .1244258 2.66 0.6 2.63 0.6 0.6 -0.0* -0.0RURAL 6405 849115 2.67 0.5 2.65 0.6 0.6 -0.0 -0.0

72 7



APPENDIX E-79

MON IMPORTANT TO YOU IN YOUR LIFE IS HAYING CHILDREN?
(1=NOT IMPORTANT; 3=VERY IMPORTANT)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL 1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 19911 2560255 2.24 0.7

SEX:
MALE 9480 1243544 2.22 0.7

FEMALE 10431 1316721 2.26 0.7

SEW
LOW 4310 519859 2.18 0.7

MIDDLE 9737 1295596 2.26 0.7

HIGH 5363 687063 2.28 0.7

RACE:
WHITE 14929 2054721 2.28 0.7
BLACK 2328 284205 2.02 0.8

ASIAN-AMERICAN 261 28375 2.19 0.7

AMERICAN INDIAN 160 20354 2.08 0.7

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1276 86212 2.21 0.7

PUERTO RICAN 224 21545 2.22 0.7

OTHER HISPANIC 704 61583 2.24 0.7

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 17141 2296176 2.23 0.7

PRIVATE 645 76319 2.25 0.7

CATHOLIC 2125 187760 2.38 0.7

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4614 610331 2.27 0.7

NORTH CENTRAL 5975 770617 2.25 0.7

SOUTH 5979 788353 2.22 0.7

NEST 3343 390954 2.23 0.7

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6456 memo 2.24 0.7

ACADEMIC 8479 1058805 2.26 0.7

VOCATIONAL 4876 653932 2.22 0.7

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3888 462630 2.22 0.7

SUBURBAN 10017 1248318 2.27 0.7

RURAL 6006 849307 2.22 0.7 723

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

2.27 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0

2.20 0.7 0.7 -0.0 -0.0
2.33 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1

2.24 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1

2.28 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0

2.27 0.7 0.7 -0.0 -0.0

2.29 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0
2.11 0.7 0.8 0.1* 0.1

2.27 0.7 0.7 0.1 0.1

2.09 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0
2.26 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.1

2.21 0.7 0.7 -0.0 -0.0
2.27 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0

2.26 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0
2.28 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0
2.40 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0

2.29 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0
2.28 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0

2.25 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0
2.25 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0

2.26 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.6
2.28 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0
2.25 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0

2.23 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0
2.30 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0
2.24 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0



APPENDIX.E-80

HOW IMPORTANT TO YOU IN YOUR L/FE IS HAVING LOTS OF MONEY?
(1=NOT IMPORTANT; 3=VERY IMPORTANT)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED /N SCHOOL 1982 SENIORS

POOLED 1982-1980 EFFECTMEAN S.D. MEAN S.D. S.D. DIFFERENCE SIZE
TOTAL 20038 2575793 2.23 0.6 2.22 0.6 0.6 -0.0 -0.0
SEX:

HALE 9564 1252982 2.36 0.6 2.34 0.6 0.6 -0.0 -0.0FEMALE 10474 1322811 2.11 0.6 2.11 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.0
SES:

LOW 4324 520895 2.22 0.6 2.21 0.6 0.6 -0.0 -0.0MIDDLE 9809 1304491 2.22 0.6 2.21 0.6 0.6 -0.0 -0.0HIGH 5390 690683 2.25 0.6 2.24 0.6 0.6 -0.0 -0.0
RACE:

WHITE 15001 2065028 2.20 0.6 2.19 0.6 0.6 -0.0 -0.0BLACK 2367 288774 2.39 0.6 2.40 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.0ASIAN-AMERICAN 263 28516 2.27 0.5 2.32 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.1AMERICAN INDIAN 164 20583 2.22 0.6 2.34 0.6 0.6 0.1 0.2MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1287 86530 2.26 0.6 2.26 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.0PUERTO RICAN 222 21132 2.29 0.7 2.27 0.6 0.6 -0.0 -0.0OTHER HISPANIC 704 61950 2.27 0.6 2.28 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.0
SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 17257 2310960 2.24 0.6 2.23 0.6 0.6 -0.0 -0.0PRIVATE 647 76261 2.14 0.6 2.12 0.6 0.6 -0.0 -0.0CATHOLIC 2134 188571 2.19 0.6 2.23 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.1
GEOGRAPHIC REGION:

NORTHEAST 4621 610708 2.25 0.6 2.25 0.6 0.6 -0.0 -0.0NORTH CENTRAL 6004 773552 2.19 0.6 2.19 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.0SOUTH 6038 794A30 2.24 0.6 2.23 0.6 0.6 -0.0 -0.0NEST 3375 395302 2.22 0.6 2.22 0.6 0.6 -0.0 -0.0
CURRICULUM:

GENERAL 6494 1,35670 2.25 0.6 2.25 0.6 0.6 -0.0 -0.0ACADEMIC 8518 1062962 2.20 0.6 2.19 0.6 0.6 -0.0 -0.0VOCATIONAL 4925 660319 2.26 0.6 2.24 0.6 0.6 -0.0 -0.0
COMMUNITY TYPE:

URBAN 3418 464486 2.27 0.6 2.26 0.6 0.6 -0.0 -0.0SUBURBAN 10069 2255042 2.24 0.6 2.23 0.6 0.6 -0.0 -0.0RUPAL 6051 C56266 2.20 0.6 2.19 0.6 0.6 -0.0 -0.0

729



APPENDIX E-81

HOW IHPORTANT TO YOU IN YOUR LIFE IS LIVING CLOSE TO PARENTS AND RELATIVES?
(1=NOT IMPORTANT) 3=VERY IHPORTANT)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 19837 2553457 1.98 0.7

SEX:
HALE 9459 1240615 1.97 0.7

FEMALE 10378 1312842 1.99 0.7

SES:
LOW 4291 518335 2.00 0.7
MIDDLE 9691 1290408 1.99 0.7

HIGH 5353 686380 1.94 0.7

RACE:
WHITE 14896 2050264 1.98 0.7
BLACK 2314 284139 1.91 0.7

ASIAN-AMERICAN 256 27999 2.12 0.7

AHERICAN INDIAN 159 19772 2.03 0.7

MEX/CAN-AHERICAN 1263 85508 2.11 0.7

PUERTO RICAN 221 21265 2.10 0.7

OTHER HISPANIC 699 61251 2.01 0.7

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 17074 2290530 1.97 0.7

PRIVATE 646 76242 1.88 0.7

CATHOLIC 2117 186685 2.06 0.6

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4591 607285 1.98 0.7

NORTH CENTRAL 5947 767174 1.97 0.6

SOUTH 5966 788308 1.98 0.7

REST 3333 390690 1.99 0.7

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6429 833204 1.97 0.7

ACADEMIC 8436 1053582 1.97 0.7

VOCATIONAL 4871 653953 2.00 0.7

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3873 460579 1.99 0.7

SUBURBAN 9976 1244995 1.99 0.7

RURAL 5988 847882 1.96 0.13 0

1982 SENIORS

HEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

1.85 0.6 0.7 -0.1* -0.2

1.83 0.7 0.7 -0.1* -0.2
1.88 0.6 0.7 -0.1* -0.2

1.88 0.7 0.7 -0.1* -0.2
1.87 0.6 0.7 -0.1* -OA
1.80 0.6 0.7 -0.1* -0.2

1.85 0.6 0.7 -0.1* -0.2
1.78 0.7 0.7 -0.1* -0.2
2.05 0.7 0.7 -0.1 -0.1

1.84 0.6 0.7 -0.2 -0.3
1.97 0.7 0.7 -0.1* -0.2
1.91 0.7 0.7 -0.2 -0.3
1.91 0.6 0.7 -0.1 -0.2

1.85 0.7 0.7 -0.1* -0.2

1.81 0.6 0.6 -0.1 -0.1

1.94 0.7 0.6 -0.1* -0.2

1.87 0.6 0.7 -0.1* -0.2
1.84 0.6 0.6 -0.1* -0.2

1.85 0.7 0.7 -0.1* -0.2

1.86 0.7 0.7 -0.1* -0.2

1.85 0.7 0.7 -0.1* -0.2

1.83 0.6 0.6 -0.1* -0.2.

1.89 0.7 0.7 -0.1* -0.2

1.87 0.7 0.7 -0.1* -0.2
1.86 0.7 0.7 -0.1* -0.2
1.83 0.6 0.7 -0.1* -0.2



APPENDIX E-02

HOW IMPORTANT TO YOU IN YOUR LIFE IS WORKING TO CORRECT SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC INEQUALITIES?
(1=NOT IMPORTANT) 3=VERY IMPORTANT)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPROMORES
NHO STAYED /N SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZETOTAL 19763 2542796 1.78 0.7 1.71 0.7 0.7 -0.1* -0.1SEX:

MALE 9416 1235494 1.75 0.7 1.68 0.7 0.7 -0.1* -0.1
FEMALE 10347 1307301 1.81 0.7 1.74 0.7 0.7 -0.1* -0.1SES:
LOH 4263 514387 1.82 0.7 1.77 0.7 0.7 -0.1* -0.1
MIDDLE 9677 1287922 1.77 0.7 1.0 0.7 0.7 0.1* -0.1
HIGH 5330 683258 1.77 0.7 1.71 0.7 0.7 -0.1* -0.1RACE:
WHITE 14831 2041925 1.74 0.6 1.66 0.6 0.6 -0.1* -0.1
BLACK 2313 282431 2.02 0.7 2.01 0.7 0.7 -0.0 -0.0ASIAN-AMERICAN 258 28100 1.94 0.6 1.88 0.6 0.6 -0.1 -0.1AMERICAN INDIAN 159 20210 1.81 0.7 1.78 0.7 0.7 -0.0 -0.0MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1259 85275 1.91 0.7 1.83 0.7 0.7 -0.1 -0.1
PUERTO RICAN 219 20970 1.84 0.7 1.80 0.7 0.7 -0.0 -0.1
OTHER HISPANIC 695 60625 1.85 0.7 1.81 0.7 0.7 -0.0 -0.1SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 17021 2281055 1.78 0.7 1.71 0.7 0.7 -0.1* -0.1
PRIVATE 640 75560 1.76 0.7 1.75 0.7 0.7 -0.0 -0.0
CATHOLIC 2102 286181 1.74 0.7 1.70 0.6 0.7 -0.0 -0.1

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4570 604951 1.74 0.7 1.66 0.7 0.7 -0.1* -0.1
NORTH CENTRAL 5945 767003 1.74 0.6 1.66 0.6 0.6 -0.1* -0.1
SOUTH 5934 783129 1.85 0.7 1.80 0.7 0.7 -0.1* -0.1
WEST 3314 387713 1.79 0.7 1.72 0.7 0.7 -0.1* -0.1CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6381 825406 1.76 0.7 1.68 0.7 0.7 -0.1* -0.1
ACADEMIC 8441 1054856 1.81 0.7 1.75 0.7 0.7 -0.1* -0.1
VOCATIONAL 4841 649925 1.76 0.7 1.68 0.7 0.7 -0.1* -0.1COMNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3859 457980 1.82 0.7 1.80 0.7 0.7 -0.0 -0.0
SUBURBAN 9944 1240486 1.77 0.7 1.69 0.7 0.7 -0.1* -0.1
RURAL 5960 844330 1.78 0.6 1.70 0.7 0.7 -0.1* -0.1

731
.,



APPENDIX E-83

HOW IMPORTANT TO YOU IN YOUR LIFE IS BEING A LEADER IN YOUR COMMUNITY?
(1=NOT IMPORTANT; 3=VERY IMPORTANT)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE NEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
PoOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 19612 2523951 1.65 0.7 1.59 0.6 0.7 -0.1* -0.1

SEX:
MALE 9387 1231283 1.73 0.7 1.68 0.7 0.7 -0.1* -0.1

FEMALE 10225 1292668 1.58 0.6 1.51 0.6 0.6 -0.1* -0.1

SESt
LOW 4213 508109 1.58 0.7 1.54 0.7 0.7 -0.0 -0.1

MIDDLE 9601 1278649 1.63 0.6 1.56 0.6 0.6 -0.1* -0.1

HIGH 5304 679496 1.75 0.7 1.68 0.7 0.7 -0.1* -0.1

RACE:
WHITE 14737 2029441 1.64 0.6 1.56 0.6 0.6 -0.1* -0.1

BLACK 2275 277363 1.72 0.7 1.73 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0

ASIAN-AMERICAN 259 28308 1.70 0.6 1.66 0.6 0.6 -0.0 -0.1

AMERICAN INDIAN 159 20050 1.68 0.7 1.64 0.6 0.6 -0.0 -0.1

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1251 84834 1.74 0.7 1.66 0.7 0.7 -0.1 -0.1

PUERTO RICAN 218 20869 1.69 0.7 1.51 0.6 0.6 -0.2 -0.3

OTHER HISPXNIC 685 59859 1.62 0.7 1.64 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 16891 2264046 1.65 0.7 1.59 0.6 0.7 -0.1* -0.1

PRIVATE 641 75338 1.75 0.7 1.68 0.7 0.7 -0.1 -0.1

CATHOLIC 2080 184567 1.71 0.6 1.60 0.6 0.6 -0.1* -0.2

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4526 598973 1.58 0.6 1.52 0.6 0.6 -0.1* -0.1

NORTH CENTRAL 5907 762375 1.61 0.6 1.55 0.6 0.6 -0.1* -0.1

SOUTH 5884 775373 1.75 0.7 1.68 0.7 0.7 -0.1* -0.1

NEST 3295 387229 1.65 0.7 1.59 0.7 0.7 -0.1* -0.1

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6365 824792 1.64 0.7 1.55 0.7 0.7 -0.1* -0.1

ACADEMIC 8378 1046559 1.71 0.6 1.66 0.6 0.6 -0.0* -0.1

VOCATIONAL 4770 640102 1.58 0.6 1.52 0.6 0.6 -0.1* -0.1

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3815 452696 1.65 0.7 1.60 0.7 0.7 -0.0 -0.1

SUBURBAN 9870 1232357 1.64 0.7 1.57 0.6 0.6 -0.1* -0.1

RURAL 5927 838898 1.68 1.61 0.6 0.7 -0.1* -0A



APPENDIX E- 84

HOW /MPORTANT TO YOU /N YOUR LIFE IS GETTING AWAY FROM THIS AREA OF THE CO(NTRY?
11=NOT IMPORTANT; 3=VERY IMPORTANT)

LONGITUDINAL CONPARISONS FOR THOSE ST/LL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SIMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1902 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
D/FFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZETOTAL 19901 2561224 1.53 0.7 1.56 0.7 0.7 0.0m 0.0SEX:

MALE 9492 1246066 1.53 0.7 1.59 0.7 0.7 0.1m 0.1
FEMALE 10409 1315159 1.53 0.7 1.54 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0SES:
LOW 4316 519954 1.59 0.7 1.62 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0
MIDDLE 9721 1294432 1.52 0.7 1.55 b.7 0.7 0.0 0.0
H/GH 5360 687987 1.50 0.7 1.54 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0RACE:
WHITE 14924 2055653 1.49 0.7 1.53 0.7 0.7 0.0* 0.1
BLACK 2324 285085 1.76 0.8 1.76 0.8 0.8 -0.0 -0.0ASIAN-AMERICAN 262 28389 1.46 0.6 1.49 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.1
AMERICAN INDIAN 162 20326 1.67 0.8 1.70 0.7 0.8 0.0 0.0MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1277 86141 1.54 0.7 1.56 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0
PUERTO R/CAN 221 21217 1.71 0.7 1.69 0.7 0.7 -0.0 -0.0OTHER HISPANIC 701 61135 1.58 0.7 1.62 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.1

SCHOOL TYPE:

.
PUBLIC 17135 2297192 1.54 0.7 1.58 0.7 0.7 0.0* 0.0
PRIVATE 644 76172 1.46 0.7 1.47 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0
CATHOLIC 2122 187860 1.41 0.6 1.42 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.0

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4595 608348 1.58 0.7 1.57 0.7 0.7 -0.0 -0.0
NORTH CENTRAL 5975 771217 1.50 0.7 1.59 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1
SOUTH 5980 789680 1.54 0.7 1.56 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0
WEST 3351 391979 1.48 0.7 1.51 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6457 835636 1.57 0.7 1.61 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.1
ACADEMIC 8468 1058694 1.49 0.7 1.50 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0
VOCATIONAL 4874 653972 1.54 0.7 1.60 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1

COMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3872 460428 1.52 0.7 1.56 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.1
SUBURBAN 10018 1250275 1.51 0.7 1.52 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0
RURAL 6011 850521 1.56 0.7 1.63 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1

733



APPENDIX E- 35

AT WHAT AGE PO YOU EXPECT TO START YOUR FIRST REGULAR (NOT SUMMER) JOB?

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
NHO STAYED IN SCHOOL 1982 SENIORS

MEAN

TOTAL 16967 2192480 19.31

SEX:
MALE 7909 1038977 19.44

FEMALE 9058 1153502 19.19

SES:
LON 3474 421811 18.77

MIDDLE 8432 1125276 19.07

HIGH 4754 607204 20.16

RACE:
WHITE 13106 1803831 19.31

BLACK 1771 213288 19.30

ASIAN-AMERICAN 228 24790 20.91

AMERICAN INDIAN 128 16651 18.94

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 953 64549 19.04

PUERTO RICAN 0165 17437 19.26

OTHER HISPANIC 577 49687 18.97

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 14568 1966954 19.23

PRIVATE 567 65072 20.27

CATHOLIC 1832 160453 19.89

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4102 543167 19.63

NORTH CENTRAL 5234 680695 19.20

SOUTH 4769 624433 19.21

NEST 2862 344186 19.19

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 5347 690778 18.80

ACADEMIC 7537 940283 20.23

VOCATIONAL 4000 542325 18.39

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URSAN 3237 504599 19.38

SUBURBAN 4633 1073317 19.37

RURAL 5097 730563 19.18

S.D.

2.8

2.9
2.7

2.4
2.6
3.2

2.8
2.8
3.6
2.5
2.7
2.5
2.8

2.8
3.2
3.1

2.9
2.7
2.8
2.8

2.4
3.1
2.2

2.9
2.9
2.7734

MAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT'
SIZE

19.93 2.8 2.8 0.6* 0.2

20.11 3.0 2.9 0.7* 0.2
19.77 2.7 2.7 0.6* 0.2

19.05 2.5 2.4 0.3* 0.1

19.64 2.7 2.7 0.6* 0.2
21.15 3.0 3.1 1.0* 0.3

19.96 2.8 2.8 0.6* 0.2
19.72 2.8 2.8 0.4* 0.1

21.45 3.5 3.5 0.5 0.2

1980. 2.9 2.7 0.9 0.3

19.52 2.7 2.7 0.5* 0.2

19.82 2.4 2.5 0.6 0.2

19.84 2.8 2.8 0.9* 0.3

19.81 2.8 2.8 0.6* 0.2

21.21 3.1 3.1 0.9* 0.3

20.90 2.8 3.0 1.0* 0.3

20.20 2.8 2.9 0.6* 0.2

19.96 2.0 2.7 0.8* 0.3
19.64 2.3 2.8 0.4* 0.2

20.00 3.0 2.9 0.8* 0.3

19.34 2.6 2.5 0.5* 0.2
21.20 2.8 3.0 1.0* 0.3

18.53 2.2 2.2 0.1 0.1

19.90 2.9 2.9 0.5* 0.2

20.13 2.9 2.9 0.8* 0.3

19.67 2.7 2.7 0.5* 0.2



A66115IX E-06

AT WHAT AGE DO YOU EXPECT TO L/VE IN YOUR OWN HOME OR APARTMENT?

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR MOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL 1982 SENIORS

POOLED 1982-1980 EFFECTMEAN S.D. MEAN S.D. S.D. DIFFERENCE SIZETOTAL 16687 2162702 20.18 2.3 20.81 2.3 2.3 0.6* 0.3SEX:
MALE 7727 1013159 20.44 2.4 21.13 2.5 2.5 0.7* 0.3
FEMALE 8960 1149542 19.96 2.1 20.52 2.2 2.1 0.6* 0.3

SES:
LOW 3344 410077 19.97 2.2 20.37 2.4 2.3 0.4* 0.2
MIDDLE 8286 1107595 20.04 2.2 20.66 2.3 2.2 0.6* 0.3
HIGH 4737 607306 20.59 2.4 21.36 2.3 2.3 0.8* 0.3

RACE:
WHITE 12967 1783946 20.09 2.2 20.72 2.3 2.2 0.6* 0.3
BLACK 1741 209145 20.70 2.5 21.33 2.6 2.5 0.6* 0.2ASIAN-AMERICAN 215 23432 21.66 3.1 22.42 2.9 3.0 0.8 0.3AMERICAN /NDIAN 122 16363 19.96 3.1 20.09 2.7 2.9 0.1 0.0MEXICAN-AMERICAN 895 62469 20.49 2.4 20.80 2.5 2.4 0.3 0.1PUERTO RICAN leo 17588 20.71 2.4 21.04 2.6 2.5 0.3 0.1
OTHER HISPANIC 545 47285 20.34 2.4 20.94 2.5 2.4 0.6* 0.2

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 14330 1940319 20.12 2.2 20.72 2.3 2.3 0.6* 0.3
PRIVATE 568 64033 20.27 2.2 20.97 2.4 2.3 0.7* 0.3CATHOLIC 1789 158349 20.91 2.4 21.75 2.2 2.3 0.8* 0.4

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4044 535423 20.57 2.4 21.33 2.3 2.4 0.8* 0.3NORTH CENTRAL 5171 672242 20.07 2.1 20.76 2.2 2.2 0.7* 0.3
SOUTH 4657 613122 20.13 2.3 20.57 2.4 2.3 C.4* 0.2
WEST 2815 341914 19.91 2.2 20.49 2.4 2.3 0.6* 0.3

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 5253 687869 19.82 2.1 20.35 2.3 2.2 0.5* 0.2
ACADEMIC 7457 933822 20.70 2.4 21.57 2.2 2.3 0.9* 0.4VOCATIONAL 3897 530452 19.75 2.1 20.07 2.2 2.2 0.3* 0.1

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3174 383430 20.35 2.4 20.96 2.4 2.4 0.6* 0.3SUBURBAN 8512 1060866 20.33 2.3 21.03 2.3 2.3 0.7* 0.3
RURAL 5001 718405 19.88 2.2 20.40 2.3 2.2 0.5* 0.2

735



APPENDIX E-67

AT WHAT AGE DO YOU EXPECT TO FINISH YOUR FULL-TIME EDUCATION?

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL 1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D. MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 16529 2130611 21.01 2.7 21.20 2.7 2.7 0.2* 0.1

SEX:
MALE 7671 1002695 21.01 2.8 21.34 2.8 2.8 0.3* 0.1

FEMALE 8858 1127916 21.00 2.7 21.08 2.5 2.6 0.1 0.0

SES:
LOW 3332 404425 20.03 2.7 20.32 2.8 2.8 0.3* 0.1

MIDDLE 8183 1088747 20.75 2.6 20.94 2.6 2.6 0.2* 0.1

HIGH 4710 602053 22.19 2.4 22.29 2.3 2.4 0.1 0.0

RACE:
WHITE 12709 1745222 20.97 2.7 21.12 2.6 2.6 0.1* 0.1

BLACK 1782 214041 21.19 3.0 21.71 3.0 3.0 0.5* 0.2

ASIAN-AMERICAN 229 25282 22.80 3.0 23.00 2.6 2.8 0.2 0.1

AMERICAN INDIAN 120 15928 20.19 2.8 20.75 3.1 3.0 0.6 0.2

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 919 62516 20.87 3.0 21.17 3.1 3.0 0.3 0.1

PUERTO RICAN 184 17355 21.01 3.1 20.92 2.8 3.0 -0.1 -0.0

OTHER HISPANIC 565 47947 21.08 3.0 21.29 2.7 2.9 0.2 0.1

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 14139 1906773 20.90 2.7 21.11 2.7 2.7 0.2* 0.1

PRIVATE 561 63372 21.90 2.6 22.00 2.5 2.6 0.1 0.0

CATHOLIC 1829 160466 21.91 2.4 21.99 2.2 2.3 0.1 0.0

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4029 531162 21.07 2.8 21.18 2.7 2.7 0.1 0.0

NORTH CENTRAL 5083 650892 20.79 2.6 21.02 2.5 2.6 0.2* 0.1

SOUTH 4622 603168 20.95 2.8 21.08 2.7 2.7 0.1 0.0

WEST 2795 337389 21.44 2.8 21.81 2.7 2.8 0.4* 0.1

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 5129 668255 20.36 2.6 20.63 2.6 2.6 0.3* 0.1

ACADEMIC 7540 940148 22.20 2.4 22.32 2.2 2.3 0.1 0.1

VOCATIONAL 3786 512669 19.67 2.5 19.91 2.6 2.5 0.2* 0.1

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3217 385181 21.19 2.9 21.51 2.8 2.8 0.3* 0.1

SUBURBAN 8448 1047420 21.20 2.7 21.40 2.6 2.6 0.2* 0.1

RURAL 4864 698010 20.61 2.7 eliqr 20.74 2.6 2.6 0.1 0.0

f k)%)



APPENDIX E- 83

AT WHAT AGE DO YOU EXPECT TO 6ET MARRIED?

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL /N 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
S/ZETOTAL 15752 2031555 22.89 2.6 23.10 2.8 2.7 0.2* 0.1SEX:

HALE 7085 927588 23.31 2.7 23.77 2,7 2.7 0.5* 0.2
FEMALE 8667 1103967 22.54 2.6 22.53 2.7 2.6 -0.0 -0.0SES:
LOW 3142 379907 22.42 2.8 22.41 2.9 2.9 -0.0 -0.0
MIDDLE 7865 1047966 22.70 2.6 22.89 2.7 2.7 0.2* 0.1
HIGH 4464 571268 23.55 2.5 23.92 2.5 2.5 0.4* 0.1RACE:
WHITE 12310 1692004 22.78 2.6 22.97 2.7 2.7 0.2* 0.1
BLACK 1521 181416 23.75 2.9 23.97 2.9 2.9 0.2 0.1
ASIAN-AMERICAN 197 21926 24.61 2.4 25.15 2.7 2.6 0.5 0.2
AMERICAN INDIAN 104 13763 22.22 3.1 23.07 2.8 3.0 0.9 0.3
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 898 60903 22.76 2.7 22.98 2.8 2.8 0.2 0.1
PUERTO RICAN 169 15832 22.99 2.6 23.29 2.5 2.6 0.3 0.1
OTHER HISPANIC 538 44457 22.86 2.8 23.32 2.8 2.8 0.5 0.2SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 13489 1819055 22.82 2.7 23.01 2.8 2.7 0.2* 0.1
PRIVATE 522 59247 23.36 2.6 23.65 3.0 2.8 0.3 0.1
CATHOLIC 1741 153253 23.56 2.4 23.88 2.3 2.3 0.3* 0.1GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 3813 504223 23.24 2.6 23.61 2.6 2.6 0.4* 0.1
NORTH CENTRAL 4875 635046 22.72 2.5 22.88 2.6 2.6 0.2 0.1
SOUTH 4399 573848 22.63 2.8 22.68 3.0 2.9 0.0 0.0
NEST 2665 318437 23.14 2.6 23.45 2.8 2.7 0.3* 0.1CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 4914 638384 22.51 2.7 22.67 2.8 2.7 0.2 0.1
ACADEMIC 7083 883553 23.56 2.4 23.85 2,5 2.5 0.3* 0.1
VOCATIONAL 3685 500708 22.21 2.7 22.32 2.9 2.8 0.1 0.0COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 2979 358517 23.10 2.7 23.33 2.8 2.7 0.2 0.1
SUBURBAN 8041 995042 23.07 2.6 23.34 2.7 2.6 0.3* 0.1
RURAL 4732 677997 22.51 2,7 22.61 2.8 2.8 0.1 0.0

737



APPENDIX E- &9

AT WHAT AGE DO YOU EXPECT TO HAVE YOUR FIRST CHILD?

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL.IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
NHO STAYED IN SCHOOL 1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 14455 1863061 24.55 2.7

SEX:
MALE 6529 854741 24.77 2.8

FEMALE 7926 1008320. 24.36 2.6

SES:
LOW 2900 350388 23.90 2.8

MIDDLE 7232 963299 24.38 2.7

HIGH 4077 520501 25.30 2.5

RACE:
WHITE 11239 1544926 24.58 2.6

BLACK 1447 172473 24.27 3.3

ASIAN-AMERICAN 179 19782 26.15 2.5

AMERICAN INDIAN 93 12124 23.85 3.1

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 823 55506 24.25 3.0

PUERTO RICAN 167 16018 24.41 2.8

OTHER HISPANIC 492 40807 24.48 2.7

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 12336 1665045 24.47 2.7

PRIVATE 483 54953 25.33 2.7

CATHOLIC 1636 143063 25.18 2.4

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 3540 466404 24.81 2.7

NORTH CENTRAL 4488 184110 24.42 2.6

SOUTH 4015 524647 24.32 2.8

NEST 2412 287901 24.80 2.7

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 4522 587385 24.13 2.7

ACADEMIC 6472 805417 25.26 2.5

VOCATIONAL 3399 462249 23.85 2.8

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 2738 329515 24.53 2.8

SUBURBAN 7407 915163 24.79 2.6

RURAL 4310 618383 24.20 2.7 733

MEAN S.D.

POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

24.93 2.9 2.8 0.4* 0.1

25.36 2.8 2.8 0.6* 0.2

24.57 2.9 2.7 0.2* 0.1

23.98 3.2 3.0 0.1 0.0

24.79 2.8 2.7 0.4* 0.2

25.86 2.5 2.5 0.6* 0.2

25.81 2.7 2.7 0.4* U.2

24.12 3.8 3.5 -0.1 -0.0

26.74 2.5 2.5 0.6 0.2

24.56 3.3 3.2 0.7 0.2

24.62 3.0 3.0 0.4 0.1

24.85 2.9 2.8 0.4 0.2

24.97 2.8 2.8 0.5 0.1

24.84 2.9 2.8 0.4* 0.1

25.68 3.0 2.9 0.4 0.1

25.68 2.4 2.4 0.5* 0.2

25.29 2.8 2.7 0.5* 0.2

24.80 2.7 2.7 0.4* 0.1

24.57 3.1 2.9 0.3* 0.1

25.26 2.8 2.7 0.5* 0.2

24.47 2.9 2.8 0.3* 0.1

25.76 2.5 2.5 0.5* 0.2

24.07 3.0 2.9 0.2 0.1

24.85 3.1 3.0 0.3* 0.1

25.24 2.7 2.7 0.4* 0.2

24.52 2.9 2.8 0.3* 0.1



AN'ENDIX E-90

DO YOU EVER EXPECT TO START A REGULAR (NOT SUMMER) JOB?
(PERCENT YES)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOBL IN 1982

SAMPLE
N

WEIGHTED
N

1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

PERCENT

1982 SENIORS

PERCENT

1982-1980
OIFFERENCE

DIFFERENCETOTAL 17417 2249570 98.6 98.8
0.2SEX:

MALE 8102 1063957 98.7 98.9
0.2

FEMALE 9315 1165612 98.5 98.7 0.3SEW
LOW 3635 440510 97.7 98.0 0.4
MIDDLE 8622 1151075 98.7 98.9 OA
HIGH 4821 618261 99.0 99.1

0.1RACE:
WHITE 13392 1843364 98.9 98.9 0.0
BLACK 1846 222398 97.8 98.0 0.2
ASIAN-AMERICAN 235 25711 96.4 100.0 3.6*
AMERICAN INDIAN 135 17877 93.9 99.2 5.3MEXICAN-AMERICAN 995 67392 97.6 97.7

0.0
PUERTO RICAN 190 18167 96.2 99.8

3.6
OTHER HISPANIC 600 52182 96.2 98.8 2.5*SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 14971 2020390 98.5 98.8 0.3
PRIVATE 578 66050 99.4 98.8

-0.6
CATHOLIC 1868 163130 99.1 99.1 -0.0GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4197 556048 98.5 99.2 0.7*
NORTH CENTRAL 5342 694316 98.9 99.1

0.1
SOUTH 4941 646630 98.3 98.1 -0.2
NEST 2937 352576 98.6 99.0 0.4CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 5547 724382 97.9 98.4

0.5
ACADEMIC 7639 952695 99.3 99.4 0.1
VOCATIONAL 4143 561049 96.2 98.3

0.2COMMUNITY TYPE:

4.URBAN 3325 398495 98.4 99.0
0.6

SUBURBAN 8824 1096321 98.9 99.0 0.1
RURAL 5268 754754 98.2 98.4 0.3



APPENDIX E-91

DO YOU EVER EXPECT TO LIVE IN YOUR OWN HOME OR APARTMENT?

(PERCENT YES)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOHORES

N N NHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

PERCENT

TOTAL 17330 2236912 98.0

SEX:
MALE 8051 1054430 97.7

FEMALE 9279 1182482 "8 3

SES:
LOW 3578 433308 96.8

MIDDLE 8577 1143719 98.1

HIGH 4829 619252 98.8

RACE:
WHITE 13334 1834248 98.4

BLACK 1834 220408 97.1

ASIAN-AMERICAN 20 25228 94.0

AMERICAN INDIAN 130 17096 98.4

MEXICAN-AtIERICAN 994 67848 95.1

PUERTO RICAN 188 18050 99.2

OTHER HISPANIC 596 51362 94.0

SCHOOL TYPE(
PUBLIC 14889 2008137 98.0

PRIVATE 579 65727 99.1

CATHOLIC 1862 163048 97.6

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4186 :. :.7114 97.8

NORTH CENTRAL 5321 0410.74 98.3

SOUTH 4900 64045%0 v7.7

WEST 2923 35115 98.2

CURRICULUH:
GENERAL 5503 716828 97.6

ACADENIC 7619 951480 98.8

VOCAT/ONAL 4119 557035 97.1

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3312 .9630A 97.8

SUBURBAN 8802 109.51 . 98.2

RURAL 5216 7h7 ./3 97.8 74 0

1982 SENIORS

PERCENT

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

DIFFERENCE

98.5 0.5*

98.2 0.5

98.8 0.5*

97.5 0.8

98.6 0.5*

99.1 0.3

98.8 0.4*

97.5 0.3

98.2 4.2

97.3 -1.0

96.0 0.9

98.2 -1.1

97.2 33*

98.5 0.5*

98.4 -0.7

99.1 1.5*

98.7 0.91

98.8 0.5

97.8 0.2

98.9 0.6

98.1 0.5

99.3 0.54

97.8 0.6

98.6 0.8

98.7
0.5

98.2 0.4



APPENDIX E-92

DO YOU EVER EXPECT TO FINISH YOUR FULL-TIME EDUCATION?
(PERCENT 7E51

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE
N

WEIGHTED
N

1980 SOPHOMORES
NHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

PERCENT

1982 SENIORS

PERCENT

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

DIFFERENCETOTAL 17780 2217922 100.0 96.1
-3.9*SEX:

MALE 41115 1049953 100.0 95.5 -4.5*
FEMALE 4165 1167968 100.0 16.6

-3.4*SES:
LOW :425 428631 100.0 94.4

-5.6*
MIDDLE t532 1137166 100.0 95.7

-4.3*
HIGH 4792 61328* 100.0 98.2

-1.8*RACE:
WHITE 13222 1818486 100.0 96.0

-4.0*
BLACK 1829 219984 100.0 97.3

-2.7*
ASIAN-AMERICAN 232 2k4)6 100.0 99.5 -0.5AMERICAN INDIAN 129 16840 100.0 94.6

-5.4*MEXICAN-AMERICAN ;72 65598 100.0 93.9
-6.1*

PUERTO RICAN 190 15094 100.0 95.9 -4.1*
OTHER HISPANIC 5(1/4 50014 100.0 95.9

-4.1*SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 14740 1989090 100.0 95.9

-4.1*
PRIVATE 575 65111 100.0 97.3 -2.7*
CATHOLIC 1865 163721 100.0 98.0 -2.0*

,

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 1173 550739 100.0 96.4

-3.6*
NORTH CENTRAL 5285 686729 100.0 95.9 -4.1*
SOUTH 4834 632866 100.0 95.3 -4.7*
WEST 2888 347587 100.0 97.1

-2.41*CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 5420 706944 100.0 94.5 -5.5*
ACADEMIC 7632 952303 100.0 95.7

-1.3*
VOCATIONAL 4049 548429 100.0 93.5

-6.5*COMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3300 395926 100.0 97.3 -2.7*
SUBURBAN 8745 1085385 100.0 96.5

-3.5*
RURAL 5135 736611 200.0 94.8

-5.2*

741



APPENDIX E- 93

DO YOU EVER EXPECT TO GET MARRIED?
1PERCENT YES)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE
N

WEIGHTED
N

1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

PERCENT

TOTAL 17615 2273640 92.5

SEX:
MALE 8196 1074786 90.5

FEMALE 9419 1198854 94.2

SEW:
LON 3678 446495 89.1

MIDDLE 8727 1163836 93.2

HIGH 4858 622227 94.0

RACE:
WHITE 13491 1855873 93.9

BLACK 1901 229814 84.4

ASIAN-AMERICAN 235 26009 86.4

AMERICAN INDIAN 134 17915 84.9

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1032 70668 90.4

PUERTO RICAN 198 19029 88.9

OTHER HISPANIC 600 51658 89.5

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 15136 2040529 92.3

PRIVATE 574 66438 90.5

CATHOLIC 1905 166673 94.7

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4230 559318 92.8

NORTH CENTRAL 5381 699937 93.4

SOUTH 5026 658315 91.1

WEST 2978 356070 92.7

CURRICULUM:
GENE9A1 5603 729952 91.3

ACADEMIC 7699 960185 94.0

VOCATIONAL 4224 572212 91.5

COMMUN1TY TYPE:
URBAN 3404 408131 91.6

SUBURBAN 8894 1103567 92.9

RURAL 5317 761942 92.3

742

1982 SENIORS

PERCENT

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

DIFFERENCE

94.5 2.0*

92.7 2.2*

96.1 1.8*

92.2 3.1*

94.8 1.6*

95.9 1.9*

95.4 1.6*

88.2 3.8*

96.3 9.9*

90.0 5.1

94.0 3.6*

88.2 -0.7

92.9 3.4

94.4 2.1*

94.1 3.6

95.3 0.5

95.0 2.2*

95.2 1.6*

93.2 2.1*

94.6 1.9*

93.5 2.2*

95.9 1.9*

93.5 2.1*

93.4 1.8*

95.1 2.1*

94.2 1.9*



APPENDIX E-94

DO YOU EVER EXPECT TO HAVE A CHILD?
(PERCENT YES)

LONGITUDINAL COHPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL /N SCHOOL /N 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

PERCENT

1982 SEN/ORS

PERCENT

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

DIFFERENCE
TOTAL 17009 2198031 89.5 91.4 2.0*
SEX:

HALE 7843 1029895 88.5 90.5 2.0*FEMALE 9166 1168136 90.3 92.3 1.9*
SES:

LOW 3551 431093 86.6 89.6 3.0*MIDDLE 8439 1126485 90.1 92.0 1.9*H/GH 4695 602601 90.8 92.0 1.2
RACE:

WHITE 13086 1801475 90.3 91.8 1.5*BLACK 1798 216874 85.1 89.0 3.9*ASIAN-AMERICAN 226 25149 81.6 92.7 11.2*ANERICAN :NDIAN 132 17607 77.8 85.5 7.7MEXICAN-AMERICAN 980 66991 88.1 91.4 3.3PUERTO RICAN 190 18342 91.0 91.8 0.8OTHER HISPANIC 575 49299 87.2 91.7 4.5
SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 14614 1972357 89.2 91.3 2.0*PRIVATE 555 64463 88.0 92.5 4.4CATHOLIC 1840 161211 93.0 93.4 0.4
GEOGRAPHIC REG/ON:

NORTHEAST 4101 543306 90.3 92.1 1.8*NORTH CENTRAL 5241 681464 90.0 92.2 2.2*SOUTH 4806 630498 88.4 90.5 2.2*WEST 2861 342763 89.1 90.6 1.5
CURRICULUH:

GENERAL 5402 704152 80.4 90.9 2.5*ACADEMIC 7453 931559 90.7 92.2 1.5*VOCATIONAL 4069 551522 88.8 91.1 2.3*
COMMUNITY TYPE:

URBAN 3254 391027 89.3 91.6 2.3*SUBURBAN 8588 1065851 90.1 97.9 1.8*RURAL 5167 741153 68.7 90.7 2.0*

743



A 1)1X E-9 5

A WORKING MOTHER OF PRE-SCHOOL CHILDREN CAN BL S 8000 A MOTHER AS THE WOMAN WHO DOESN'T WORK

(1:DISAGREE STROM: ,-AGREE STRONGLY)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 19702 2534935 2.72 0.9

SEX:
MALE 9285 1218458 2.64 0.8

FEMALE 10417 1316477 2.A0 0.9

SES:
LOW 4279 515674 2.85 0.8

MIDDLE 9643 1283968 2.70 0.9

HIGH 5302 679089 2.65 0.9

RACE:
WHITE 14743 2030538 2.66 0.9

BLACK 2328 285807 3.10 0.8

ASIAN-AMERICAN 259 27721 2.75 6.8

AMERICAN INDIAN 156 19553 2.86 0.8

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1277 87097 2.85 0.8

PUERTO RICAN 216 21231 2.90 0.8

OTHER HISPANIC 695 60249 2.79 0.8

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 16982 2276375 2.73 0.9

PRIVATE 628 73253 2.60 0.9

CATHOLIC 2092 185307 2.63 0.9

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4540 600840 2.72 0.9

NORTH CENTRAL 5905 761518 2.67 0.9

SOUTH 5928 783724 2.80 0.8

WEST 3329 38E852 2.68 0.9

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6357 823568 2.75 0.8

ACADEMIC 8406 1049968 2.67 0.9

VOCATIONAL 4845 t49568 2.77 0.8

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3857 458591 2.78 0.8

SUBURBAN 9885 1233258 2.69 0.9

RURAL 5960 843066 2.74 0.9

.._74

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

2.81 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.1

2.66 0.8 0.8 0.0 0.0

2.95 0.8 0.8 0.2* 0.2

2.94 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.1

2.80 0.8 0.9 0.1* 0.1

2.74 0.9 0.9 0A* 0.1

2.75 0.8 0.9 0.1* 0.1

3.19 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.1

2.88 0.8 0.8 0.1 0.2

2.85 0.9 0.9 0.0 -0.0

2.92 0.8 0.8 0.1 0.1

3.11 0.7 0.7 0.2 0.3

2.86 0.8 0.8 0.1 0.1

2.82 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.1

2.72 0.9 0.9 0.1 0.1

2.77 0.8 0.9 0.1* 0.2

2.82 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.1

2.77 0.8 0.9 0.1* 0.1

2.86 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.1

2.80 0.8 0.9 0.1* 0.1

2.83 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.1

2.79 0.9 0.9 0.1* 0.1

2.84 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.1

2.90 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.1

4 2.78 0.8 0.9 0.1* 0.1

4 2.52 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.1



APPENDPC g-.96
t

IT IS USUALLY BETTER IF THE MAN IS THE ACHIEVER
OUTSIDE THE HOME AND THE WOMAN TAKES CARE OF THE HOME AND FAMILY(1=AGREE STRONGLY; 4=DISAGREE STRONGLY)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

fVFECT
SIZETOTAL 19496 2510865 2.54 0.8 2.64 0.9 0.8 0.1* 0.1SEX:

MALE 9164 1203763 2.31 0.8 2.38 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.1
FEMALE 10332 1307102 2.76 0.8 2.87 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.1SES:
LOW 4229 510297 2.47 0.8 2.55 0.9 0.9 0.1* 0.1
MIDDLE 9554 1273845 2.53 0.8 2.62 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.1
HIGH 5252 672682 2.63 0.9 2.74 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.1RACE:
WHITE 14610 2013250 2.54 0.8 2.63 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.1
BLACK 2292 281552 2.64 0.9 2.72 0.9 0.9 0.1 0.1
ASIAN-AMERICAN 257 27811 2.52 0.9 2.63 0.9 0.9 0.1 0.1
AMER/CAN INDIAN 153 19322 2.31 0.9 2.50 0.9 0.9 0.2 0.2
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1252 85017 2.38 0.8 2.53 0.9 0.8 0.1* 0.2
PUERTO RICAN 214 21207 2.52 0.8 2.64 0.9 0.8 0.1 0.1
OTHER HISPANIC 690 59962 2.51 0.8 2.61 0.9 0.8 0.1 0.1SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 16808 2254116 2.53 0.8 2.63 0.9 0.8 0.1* 0.1
PRIVATE 623 72996 2.58 0.9 2.67 0.8 0.9 0.1 0.1
CATHOLIC 2065 183752 2.64 0.8 .2.74 0.9 0.9 0.1* 0.1GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4502 596224 2.61 0.8 2.73 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.1
NORTH CENTRAL 5845 754396 2.56 0.8

. 2.63 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.1
SOUTH 5868 777137 2.46 0.9 2.55 0.9 0.9 0.1* 0.1
WEST 3281 383108 2.58 0.9 2.67 0.9 0.9 0.1* 0.1CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6296 816241 2.47 0.8 2.55 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.1
ACADE IC 8339 1042255 2.66 0.8 2.77 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.1
VOCATIONAL 4773 641037 2.46 0.8 2.52 0.9 0.8 0.1* 0.1COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3803 453705 2.58 0.9 2.69 0.9 0.9 0.1* 0.1
SUBURBAN 9781 1220216 2.56 0.8 2.67 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.1
RURAL 5912 836944 2.49 0.8 2.56 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.1

745



APPENDIX E-97

MOST WOMEN ARE HAPPIEST WHEN WET ARE MAKING A HOME AND CARING FOR CHILDREN

(1=AGREE STRONGLY; 4=DISAGREE STRONGLY)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL 1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 19223 2474082 2.53 0.8

SEX:
MALE 8956 1175670 2.39 0.7

FEMALE 10267 1298412. 2.65 0.8

SES:
LOW 4209 507321 2.33 0.9

MIDDLE 9422 1255626 2.52 0.8

HIGH 5140 658342 2.71 0.8

RACE:
WHITE 14375 1980674 2.56 0.8

BLACK 2275 279446 2.35 0.9

ASIAN-AMERICAN 254 27348 2.55 0.8

AMERICAN INDIAN 149 18865 2.39 0.8

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1252 85295 2.31 0.7

PUERTO RICAN 214 21016 2.36 0.8

OTHER HISPANIC 677 58841 2.48 0.8

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 16580 2222653 2.51 0.8

PRIVATE 604 71066 2.64 0.8

CATHOLIC 2039 180363 2.65 0.8

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4449 588873 2.61 0.8

NORTH CENTRAL 5759 743475 2.56 0.8

SOUTH 5785 765324 2.40 0.8

REST 3230 376410 2.60 0.8

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6217 806830 2.42 0.8

ACADEMIC 8196 1024075 2.69 0.8

VOCATIONAL 4720 631656 2.39 0.8

CAMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3757 447074 2.50 0.8

SUBURBAN 9641 1202628 2.57
0.8RUPAL 5825 824380 2.48 0.8 74 6

MEAN S.D.

POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

2.70 0.8 0.8 0.2* 0.2

2.54 0.7 0.7 0.2* 0.2

2.85 0.8 0.8 0.2* 0.2

2.52 0.8 0.8 0.2*

2.69 0.8 0.8 0.2* 0.2

2.88 0.8 0.8 0.2* 0.2

2.74 0.8 0.8 0.2* 0.2

2.54 0.9 0.9 0.2* 0.2

2.77 0.8 0.8 0.2 0.3

2.55 0.9 0.8 0.2 0.2

2.52 0.8 0.8 0.2* 0.3

2.50 0.8 0.8 0.1 0.2

2.62 0.8 0.8 0.1 0.2

2.68 0.8 0.8 0.2* 0.2

2.8e 0.8 0.8 0.2* 0.3

2.88 0.8 0.8 0.2* 0.3

2.79 0.8 0.8 0.2* 0.2

2.73 0.8 0.8 0.2* 0.2

2.57 0.8 0.8 0.2* 0.2

2.78 0.8 0.8 0.2* 0.2

2.60 0.8 0.8 0.2* 0.2

2.89 0.7 0.8 0.2* 0.3

2.53 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.2

2.69 0.8 0.8 0.2* 0.2

2.75 0.8 0.8 0.2* 0.2

2.63 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.2



APPENDIX E-98

I FEEL / AM A PERSON OF WORTH, ON AN EQUAL PLANE WITH OTHERS
(1=DISAGREE STRONGLY; 4=AGREE STRONGLY)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZETOTAL 17368 2234932 3.23 0.6 3.35 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2SEX:

HALE 8204 1076940 3.24 0.6 3.34 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2
FEMALE 9164 1157992 3.22 0.6 3.36 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2SES:
LOW 3597 434263 3.18 0.6 3.30 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2
MIDDLE 8547 1138304 3.21 0.6 3.33 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2
HIGH 4842 618290 3.29 0.6 3.42 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2RACE:
WHITE 13077 1798236 3.22 0.6 3 34 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2
BLACK 2026 246815 3.35 0.6 3.45 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2
ASIAN-AMERICAN 228 24470 3.24 0.6 3.40 0.6 0.6 0.2 0.3
AMERICAN INDIAN 124 16342 3.09 0.6 3.31 0.5 0.6 0.2 0.4
MEXICAN-ANERICAN 1089 75148 3.16 0.5 3.31 0.6 0.6 0.2* 0.3
PUERTO RICAN 189 18413 3.16 0.6 3.36 0.6 0.6 0.2 0.3
OTHER HISPANIC 610 52858 3.24 0.6 3.34 0.6 0.6 0.1 0.2SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 14900 2002411 3.22 0.6 3.35 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2
PRIVATE 571 64560 3.29 0.5 3.39 0.6 0.6 0.1 0.2
CATHOLIC 1897 167961 3.28 0.5 3.41 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4026 531800 3.22 0.6 3.33 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2
NORTH CENTRAL 5248 676286 3.20 0.6 3.33 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2
SOUTH 5192 684158 3.24 0.6 3.36 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2
NEST 2902 342680 3.27 0.5 3.41 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.3CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 5469 709989 3.18 0.6 3.29 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2
ACADEMIC 7736 965592 3.29 0.6 3.44 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.3
VOCATIONAL 4087 549887 3.17 0.6 3.29 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3411 407081 3.26 0.6 3.39 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2
SUBURBAN 0792 1093164 3.23 0.6 3.36 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.1
RURAL 5165 734687 3.20 0.6 3.31 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2747



APPENDIX E-99

I TAKE A POSITIVE ATTITUDE TOWARD MYSELF
(1=DISAGREE STRONGLY; 4mAGREE STRONGLY)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
NNO STAYED IN SCHOOL

NUN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.

POOLED
S.D.

190Z-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 17411 2234673 3.20 0.6 3.30 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2

SEX;
MALE 8289 1085800 3.29 0.6 3.38 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2

FEMALE 9122 1148873 3.11 0.6 3.23 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2

SESt
LOM 3557 425478 3.17 0.6 3.30 0.6 0. 0.1* 0.2

MIDDLE 8570 1140828 3.19 0.6 3.28 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2

HIGH 4880 622602 3.23 0.6 3.33 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2

RACE:
WHITE 13008 1786346 3.16 0.6 3.26 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2

BLACK 2123 257804 3.45 0.6 3.55 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2

ASIAN-AMERICAN 233 25125 3.27 0,5 3.31 0.6 0.5 0.0 0.1

AMERICAN INDIAN 128 15922 3.06 0.6 3.29 0.7 0.7 0.2 0.3

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1088 74757 3.17 0.6 3.33 0.6 0.6 0.2* 0.3

PUERTO RICAN 196 19586 3.33 0.6 3.42 0.6 0.6 0.1 0.2

OTHER HISPANIC 611 52833 3.24 0.6 3.27 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.1

SCHOOL IYPE:
PUBLIC 14928 2001167 3.20 0.6 3.30 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2

PRIVATE 590 67056 3.23 0.6 3.31 0.6 0.6 0.1 0.1

CATHOLIC 1893 166451 3.21 0.6 3.30 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2

GEOGRAPHIC REGION;
NORTHEAST 3988 524097 3.19 0.6 3.29 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2

NORTH CENTRAL 5217 670660 3.16 0.6 3.27 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2

SOUTH 5245 689432 3.24 0.6 3.35 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2

NEST 2961 350484 3.21 0.6 3.30 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.1

CURRICULUM)
GENERAL 5495 710591 3.18 0.6 3.25 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.1

ACADEMIC 7747 967254 3.23 0.6 3.35 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2

VOCATIONAL 4092 546706 3.17 0.6 3.28 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2

COMMIT; TYPE:
URBAN 3468 410763 3.26 0.11.. A 3.37 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2

SUBURBAN 8805 1095317 3.20 0.614U 3.30 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2

RURAL 5138 728593 3.17 0.6 3.27 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2



APPENDIX E-100

ON THE WHOLE, I AM SAT/SF/ED NITN MYSELF
(1=DISAGREE STRONGLY; 4=AGREE STRONGLY)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL iN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
NRO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
S/ZE

TOTAL 17560 2259356 3.01 0.7 3.10 0.6 0.7 0.1* 0.1
SEX:

MALE 8220 1077320 3.04 0.7 3.09 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.1FEMALE 9340 1182036 2.98 0.7 3.10 0.6 0.7 0.1* 0.2
SES:

LOW 3689 445409 2.96 0.7 3.05 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1MIDDLE 8586 1143686 3.00 0.7 3.08 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.1NIGH 4895 625802 3.06 0.6 3.16 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2
RACE:

WHITE 13245 1822270 3.00 0.6 3.09 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2BLACK 2021 245952 3.09 0.8 3.13 0.7 0.8 0.0 0.0AS/AN-AMERICAN 228 24835 2.99 0.7 3.10 0.7 0.7 0.1 0.2AMERICAN INDIAN 132 16868 2.94 0.7 3.07 0.7 0.7 0.1 0.2HEX/CAN-AMER/CAN 1094 74604 3.00 0.7 3.11 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.2PUERTO R/CAN 193 18587 3.04 0.7 3.09 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.1OTHER HISPANIC 624 53701 3.04 0.7 3.10 0.7 0.7 0.1 0.1
SCHOOt TYPE:

PUBLIC 15083 2023177 3.00 0.7 3.09 0.6 0.7 0.1* 0.1PR/VATE saz 67486 3.09 0.6 3.15 0.6 0.6 0.1 0.1CATHOLIC 1895 168693 3.04 0.6 3.14 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2
GEOGRAPHIC REG/ON:

NORTHEAST 4081 539931 3.00 0.7 3.09 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.1NORTH CENTRAL 5268 678996 2.99 0.6 3.10 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2SOUTH 5252 690313 3.02 0.7 3.10 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1WEST 2959 350117 3.03 0.6 3.12 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.1
CURRICULUM:

GENERAL 5577 720717 2.99 0.7 3.04 0.6 0.7 0.1* 0.1ACADEMIC 7744 969411 3.03 0.6 3.16 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2VOCAT/ONAL 4167 560327 2.99 0.7 3.07 0.6 0.7 0.1* 0.1
COMMUNITY TYPE:

URBAN 3439 409172 3.04 0.7 3.11 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1SUBURBAN 8E55 1102201 3.00 0.7 3.10 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2RURAL 566 747982 3.00 0.6 3.09 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.1

749



APPENDIX E-101

AT TIMES, I THINK I AM NO GOOD AT ALL
(1=AGREE STRONGLY; 4=DISAGREE STRONGLY)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL 1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 16644 2143500 2.48 0.8

SEX:
MALE 7750 1017857 2.58 0.8

FEMALE 8894 1125643 2.39 0.8

SES:
LON 3451 417180 2.44 0.8

MIDDLE 8200 1093006 2.47 0.8

HIGH 4630 591399 2.51 0.8

RACE:
WHITE 12600 1733607 2.44 0.8

BLACK 1892 229849 2.78 0.9

ASIAN-AMERICAN 203 21990 2.55 0.7

AMERICAN INDIAN 121 15675 2.48 0.8

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1029 70741 2.43 0.8

PUERTO RICAN 184 18501 2.67 0.9

OTHER HISPANIC 593 50623 2.48 0.8

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 14292 1919232 2.48 0.8

PRIVATE 554 65353 2.51 0.8

CATHOLIC 1798 158915 2.45 0.8

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 3823 508848 2.51 0.8

NORTH CENTRAL 5045 651124 2.42 0.8

SOUTH 4949 649543 2.51 0.8

NEST 2827 333985 2.48 0.8

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 5266 679683 2.44 0.8

ACADEMIC 7340 922410 2.52 0.8

VOCAT/ONAL 3949 532358 2.45 0.8

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3226 387535 2.57

0'8
SUBURBAN 8443 1048927 2.48 0.8

RURAL 4975 707038 2.42 0.8

7 0

MEAN S.D.

POOLED
3.0.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

2.61 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.2

2.69 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.1

2.54 0.8 0.8 0.2* 0.2

2.57 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.2

2.60 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.2

2.64 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.2

2.57 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.2

2.91 0.9 0.9 0.1* 0.1

2.56 0.8 0.8 0.0 0.0

2.60 0.8 0.8 0.1 0.1

2.59 0.8 0.8 0.2* 0.2

2.65 0.9 0.9 -0.0 -0.0

2.63 0.8 0.8 0.1 0.2

2.61 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.2

2.62 0.8 0.8 0.1 0.1

2.59 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.2

2.63 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.1

2.57 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.2

2.64 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.2

2.61 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.2

2.56 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.1

2.65 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.2

2.60 0.8 0.8 0.2* 0.2

2.68 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.1

2.61 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.2

2.57 0.8 0.8 0.2* 0.2



TOTA L

SEX:
MALE
FEMALE

8491 1116983 3.25 0.6 3.34 0.6 0.6 0.1*9497 1205719 o,a3.16 0.6 3.28 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2

APPENDIX E-102

:

I AM ABLE TO DO THINGS AS WELL AS MOST OTHER PEOPLE
(1=DISAGREE STRONGLY; 4=AGREE STRONGLY)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL 1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.

17988 2322702 3.21 0.6

room 1982-1980 EFFECT
MEAN S.D. S.D. DIFFERENCE SIZE

3.31 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2

SES:
LOW 3758 456652 3.14 0.6 3.28 0.6 0.6 0.1* o.eMIDDLE
HIGH

8857 1183878 3.19 0.6 3.28 0.5 0.6 0.1* 0.24962 634700 3.27 0.6 3.38 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2
RACE:

WH/TE 13593 1873491 3.20 0.6 3.30 0.5 0.5 0.1* 0.2BLACK 2072 254207 3.31 0.6 3.42 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2ASIAN-AMERICAN 234 25265 3.23 0.6 3.35 0.5 0.5 0.1 0.2AMERICAN /NDIAN 135 17487 3.07 0.6 3.28 0.6 0.6 0.2 0.3MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1107 75164 3.13 0.6 3.26 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2PUERTO RICAN 190 19016 3.13 0.6 3.36 0.6 0.6 0.2* 0.4OTHER HISPANIC 632 55227 3.19 0.6 3.29 0.6 0.6 0.1 0.2
SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 15478 2083482 3.20 0.6 3.31 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2PRIVATE 594 68458 3.26 0.6 3.34 0.6 0.6 0.1 0.1CATHOLIC 1916 170762 3.24 0.6 3.31 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.1
GEOGRAPHIC REGION:

NORTHEAST 4104 556368 3.21 0.6 3.30 0.5 0.6 0.1* 0.2NORTH CENTRAL 5431 701474 3.18 0.6 3.28 0.5 0.6 0.1* 0.2SOUTH 5321 703089 3.21 0.6 3.33 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2WEST 3042 361770 3.23 0.5 3.34 0.6 0.5 0.1* 0.2
CURRICULUM:

GENERAL 5747 749651 3.17 0.6 3.26 0.5 0.6 0.1* 0.2ACADEMIC 7872 985975 3.26 0.6 3.37 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2VOCATIONAL 4288 576907 3.16 0.6 3.27 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2
COMMUNITY TYPE:

URBAN 3525 423662 3.22 0.6 3.34 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2SUBURBAN 9088 1134160 3.21 0.6 3.31 0.6 0.6 0.1* o.aRURAL 5375 764880 3.19 0.6 3.29 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2

751



APPENDIX E-103

I FEEL I 00 NOT HAVE MUCH TO BE PROUD OF
(1=AGREE STRONGLY; 4=DISAGREE STRONGLY)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
PDDLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 17440 Z246790 3.20 0.7 3.28 0.7 0.7 0.1w 0.1

SEX:
MALE 8166 1071880 3.17 0.8 3.24 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.1

FEMALE 9274 1174911 3.22 0.7 3.31 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1

SES:
LOW 3607 435860 3.07 0.8 3.17 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.1

MIDDLE 8601 1146278 3.20 0.7 3.27 0.7 0.7 0.10 0.1

HIGH 4857 621630 3.29 0.7 3.38 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1

RACE:
WHITE 13188 1814373 3.21 0.7 3.29 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1

BLACK 2019 246318 3.20 0.9 3.26 0.9 0.9 0.1 0.1

ASIAN-AMERICAN 210 22845 3.19 0.8 3.23 0.7 0.8 0.0 0.1

AMERICAN INDIAN 129 17152 3.09 0.8 3.15 0.8 0.8 0.1 0.1

MEXICAN-AMER/CAN 1071 72743 3.04 0.8 3.14 0.8 0.8 0.1 0.1

PUERTO RICAN 187 17852 2.94 0.8 3.29 0.7 0.8 0.3* 0.4

OTHER HISPANIC 611 52632 3.10 0.8 3.21 0.8 0.8 0.1 0.1

SCHOOL TYPE:
Pe= 14972 2011920 3.19 0.8 3.27 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1

PRIVATE 576 65716 3.32 0.6 3.34 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0

CATHOLIC 192 169154 3.23 0.7 3.35 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.2

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4039 532666 3.18 0.7 3.28 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1

NORTH CE:TRAL 5238 676083 3.19 0.7 3.26 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1

SOUTH 5239 689645 3.20 0.8 3.26 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.1

NEST 2924 348396 3.24 0.7 3.32 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 5479 711406 3.12 0.8 3.19 0.7 0.8 0.1* 0.1

AMEMIC 7770 973122 3.30 0.7 3.39 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1

VOCATIONAL 4122 553543 3.12 0.8 3.18 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.1

CUMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3407 406844 3.20 0.8 Itt-i) 3.29 0.8 0.8 0.1* 0.1

SUBURBAN 8784 1093659 3.21 0.7 f 1.14o 3.29 07 0.7 0.1* 0.1

RURAL 5249 746288 3.18 0.8 3.24 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1



APPENDTX E-104

PEOPLE WHO ACCEPT THEIR CONDITION IN LIFE ARE HAPPIER THAN THOSE WHO TRY TO CHANGE THINGS
(1=AGREE STRONGLY; 4=DISAGREE STRONGLY)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
NHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 15570 2017253 2.47 0.9

SEX:
MALE 7184 949590 2.46 0.9FEMALE 8386 1067663 2.47 0.9

SES:
LOW 3280 400154 2.30 0.8MIDDLE 7699 1032610 2.44 0.9HIGH 4269 547035 2.64 0.9

RACE:
WHITE 11827 1636293 2.49 0.9BLACK 1705 210178 2.36 0.9
ASIAN-AMERICAN 193 20857 2.47 0.8
AMER/CAN INDIAN 113 15080 2.42 0.9
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 988 67197 2.32 0.8
PUERTO RICAN 170 17356 2.30 0.8
OTHER HISPANIC 556 48636 2.32 0.8

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 13424 1811272 2.45 0.9
PR/VATE 500 60118 2.67 0.8
CATHOLIC 1646 145863 2.57 0.9

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 3577 477207 2.52 0.9
NORTH CENTRAL 4688 608387 2.47 0.8
SOUTH 4686 620134 2.39 0.9WEST 2619 311526 2.53 0.9

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 4945 644409 2.35 0.8ACADEMIC 6788 854141 2.65 0.9
VOCATIONAL 3767 509800 2.31 0.8

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3006 361661 2.49 0.9SUBURBAN 7830 982456 2.50 0.9RURAL 4734 673136 2.41 0.9

1982 SEN/ORS

753

POOLED 1982-1980 EFFECTMEAN S.D. S.D. DIFFERENCE SIZE

2.67 0.9 0.9 0.2* 0.2

2.66 0.8 0.9 0.2* 0.2
2.68 0.9 0.9 0.2* 0.2

2.46 0.9 0.9 0.2* 0.22.66 0.9 0.9 0.2* 0.2
2.87 0.8 0.8 0.2* 0.3

2.71 0.8 0.9 0.2* 0.3
2.51 1.0 0.9 0.2* 0.2
2.6S 0.9 0.9 0.2 0.2
2.54 0.9 0.9 0.1 0.1
2.44 0.9 0.8 0.1 0.1
2.41 0.8 0.8 0.1 0.1
2.52 0.9 0.9 0.2* 0.2

2.66 0.9 0.9 0.2* 0.2
2.88 0.9 0.9 0.2* 0.2
2.79 0.8 0.8 0.2* 0.3

2.70 0.9 0.9 0.2* 0.2
2.68 0.8 0.8 0.2* 0.2
2.60 0.9 0.9 0.2* 0.2
2.76 0.9 0.9 0.2* 0.3

2.55 0.8 0.8 0.2* 0.2
2.88 0.8 0.9 0.2* 0.3
2.48 0.9 0.8 0.2* 0.2

2.68 0.9 0.9 0.2* 0.2
2.71 0.9 0.9 0.2* 0.2
2.61 0.9 0.9 0.2* 0.2



APPENDIX E-105

DO OTHER SOPHOMORES IN YOUR SCHOOL SEE YOU AS A TROUBLE MAKER?
(1=VERY) 3=NOT AT ALL)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHT)... 1980 SOPHOMORES
NNO STAYED IN SCHOOL 1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D. MEAN S.D.
PCOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
lIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 19406 2496051 2.72 0.5 2.80 o.s o.s 0.1 0.1

SEX:
MALE 9255 1211823 2.65 0.5 2.71 0.5 0.5 0.1* 0.1

FEMALE 10151 1284228 2.80 0.5 2.88 0.4 0.4 0.1* 0.2

SES:
LOW 4204 508371 2.74 0.5 2.52 0.4 0.5 0 1* 0.2

MIDDLE 9488 1262172 2.72 0.5 2.79 0.5 0.5 0.1* 0.1

HIGH 5219 668591 2.72 0.5 2 80 0.4 0.5 0.1* 0.2

RACE:
WHITE 14567 2004650 2.71 0.5 2.78 0.5 0.5 0.1* 0.1

BLACK 2268 278088 2.87 0.4 2.90 0.3 0.4 0.0* 0.1

ASIAN-AMERICAN 254 27301 2.79 0.5 2.85 0.4 0.4 0.1 0.1

AMERICAN INDIAN 158 20348 2.59 0.6 2.66 0.6 0.6 0.1 0.1

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1237 83367 . . 2.72 0.5 2.80 0.5 0.5 0.1* 0.2

PUERTO RICAN 222 21345 2.76 0.5 2.83 0.4 0.5 0.1 0.2

OTHER HISPANIC 671 58030 2.70 0.5 2.83 0.4 0.5 0.1* 0.3

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 167:3 2240585 2.73 0.5 2.80 0.4 0.5 0.1* 0.1

PRIVATE 626 73619 2.63 0.5 2.72 0.S 0.5 0.1* 0.2

CATHOLIC 2067 181847 2.67 0.5 2.75 O.% 0.5 0.1* 0.2

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4453 589860 2.72 0.5 2.79 0.5 0.5 0.1* 0.1

NORTH CENTRAL 5866 754897 2.66 0.5 2.76 0.5 0.5 0.1* 0.2

SOUTH 5822 769241 2.81 0.4 2.84 0.4 0.4 0.0* 0.1

NEST 3265 382053 2.71 0.5 2.78 0.5 0.5 0.1* 0.2

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6245 810123 2.66 0.6 2.74 0.5 0.5 0.1* 0.1

ACADEMIC 8310 1036323 2.78 0.5 2.85 0.4 0.4 0.1* 0.2

VOCATIONAL 4752 637366 2.71 0.5 2.78 0.5 0.5 0.1* 0.1

I

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3783 449838 2.78 0.5 t75 A Z.84 0.4 0.4 0.1* 0.1

SUBURBAN 9752 1213607 2.71 0.5 I 1 2.79 0.5 0.5 0.1* 0.2

RURAL 5871 832607 2.72 0.5 2.78 0.5 0.5 0.1* 0.1



APPENDIX E-106

DO OTHER SOPHOMORES IN YOUR SCHOOL SEE YOU AS A GOOD STUDENT?
(1=NOT AT ALL; 3=VERY)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 19678 2530021 2.23 0.6 2.24 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.0
SEX:

MALE 9382 1227696 2.17 0.6 2.16 0.6 0.6 -0.0 -0.0FEMALE 10296 1302124 2.28 0.6 2.31 0.5 0.6 0.0* 0.3
SES:

LOW 4292 518679 2.17 0.6 2.20 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.1MIDDLE 9603 1276654 2.21 0.6 2.21 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.0HIGH 5274 675898 2.32 0.6 2.32 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.0
RACE:

WHITE 14703 2023158 2.21 0.6 2.22 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.0BLACK 2342 286622 2.40 0.6 2.40 0.5 0.6 -0.0 -0.0ASIAN-AMERICAN 264 28604 2.37 0.6 2.38 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.0AMERICAN INDIAN 161 20601 2.13 0.7 2.23 0.6 0.7 0.1 0.2MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1262 85860 2.15 0.6 2.17 0.5 0.5 0.0 0.0PUERTO RICAN 226 21943 2.18 0.7 2.23 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.1OTHER HISPANIC 690 60081 2.17 0.6 2.20 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.1
SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 16961 2271872 2.23 0.6 2.24 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.0PRIVATE 629 74031 2.19 0.6 2.22 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.1CATHOLIC 2088 164118 2.24 0.6 2.27 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.1
GEOGRAPHIC REGION:

NORTHEAST 4508 595826 2.23 0.6 2.24 0.6 0,6 0.0 0.0NORTH CENTRAL 5926 762853 2.19 0.6 2.21 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.0SOUTH 5943 784584 2.25 0.6 2.27 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.0WEST 3301 386757 2.26 0.6 2.24 0.6 0.6 -0.0 -0.0
CURRICULUM:

GENERAL 6333 820228 2.10 0.5 2.09 0.5 0.5 -0.0 -0.0ACADEMIC 8402 1047595 2.39 0.6 2.41 0.5 0.6 0.0 0.0VOCATIONAL 4841 649717 2.12 0.6 2.15 0.5 0.6 0.0 0.0
COMMUNITY TYPE:

URBAN 3856 457461 2.27 0.6 2.27 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.0SUBURBAN 9882 1230730 2.23 0.6 2.24 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.0RURAL 5940 841830 2.21 0.6 2.23 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.0

755



APPENDIX E- 108

DO OTHER SOPHOMORES IN YOUR SCHOOL SEE YOU AS IMPORTANT?
(1=ROT AT ALL; 3=VERY)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL. IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

TOTAL 19265 2480023 1.96 0.6

SEX:
MALE 9194 1204811 1.92 -0.6

FEMALE 10071 1275212 1.99 0.6

SES:
UM 4212 510427 1.85 0.6

MIDDLE 9403 1251739 1.96 0.6

HIGH 5165 662310 2.04 0.6

RACE:
NHITE 14440 1988906 1.95 0.6

BLACK 2272 278066 2.02 0.6

ASIAN-AMER/CAN 250 26731 1.94 0.6

AMERICAN INDIAN 157 20084 1.95 0.6

HEX/CAN-AMERICAN 1226 83593 1.89 0.6

PUERTO RICAN 216 20915 1.86 0.6

OTHER HISPANIC 676 58875 2.01 0.6

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 16507 2224332 1.95 0.6

PRIVATE 618 73729 2.02 0.6

CATHOLIC 2060 181963 2.04 0.5

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4414 583671 1.96 0.6

NORTH CENTRAL 5811 747872 1.95 0.6

SOUTH 5806 769454 1.96 0.6

NEST 3234 379026 1.96 0.6

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6213 805844 1.91 0.6

ACADEMIC 8235 1028048 2.02 0.6

VOCATIONAL 4720 634165 1.91 0.6

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3767 447220 1.95 0.6

SUBURBAN 9662 1204536 1.97 0.6

RURAL 5836 628266 1.94 0.6 75

2982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.

POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

1.99 0.6 0.6 0.0* 0.1

1.97 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.1

2.00 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.0

1.91 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.1

1.97 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.0

2.09 0.5 0.6 0.0* 0.1

1.98 0.6 0.6 0.0* 0.1

2.07 0.6 0.6 0.1 0.1

2.06 0.6 0.6 0.1 0.2

2.01 0.5 0.6 0.1 0.1

1.97 0.6 0.6 0.1 0.1

1.97 0.7 0.6 0.1 0.2

2.01 0.6 0.6 -0.0 -0.0

1.98 0.6 0.6 0.0* 0.1

2.09 0.6 0.6 0.1 0.1

2.08 0.5 0.5 0.0 0.1

2.00 0.6 0.6 0.0* 0.1

1.97 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.0

2.00 0.6 0.6 0.0* 0.1

1.99 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.1

1.92 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.0

2.09 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.1

1.93 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.0

1.99 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.1

2.00 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.0

8.98 0.6 0.6 0.0* 0.1



APPENDIX E- 10 7

00 OTHER SOPHOMORES IN YOUR SCHOOL SEE YOU AS SOCIALLY A:T/VE?
41=NOT AT ALL; 3=VERY1

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHONORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL 1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D. MEAN
TOTAL 19472 250589S 1.98 0.6 1.96
SEX:

NALE 9278 1215459 1.89 0.6 1.93FEMALE 10194 1290434 2.05 0.6 1.99
SES:

.LOW 4224 511173 1.85 C 7 1.82MIDDLE 9520 1265873 1.98 0.6 1.94HIGH 5237 672033 2.06 v.6 2.12
RACE:

WHITE 14594 2009201 1.97 0.6 1.95BLACK 2298 281350 2.09 0.7 2.05ASIAN-AMERICAN 256 27707 1.84 0.6 1.89AMERICAN INDIAN 157 20129 1.82 0.6 2.03MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1247 84861 1.86 0.6 1.85PUERTO RICAN 216 21276 1.98 0.6 1.85OTHER HISPANIC 674 58218 1.98 0.7 1.95

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 16763 2248150 1.97 0.6 1.95PRIVATE 629 74385 2.09 0.6 2.11CATHOLIC 2080 183357 2.03 0.6 2.06

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4471 591516 1.99 0.6 1.99NORTH CENTRAL 5878 756280 1.96 0.6 1.94SOUTH 5839 772474 1.99 0.6 1.96WEST 3284 385622 1.97 0.6 1.97

CURRICULUM
GENERAL 6271 812781 1.94 0.6 1.88ACADEMIC 8342 1041023 2.03 0.6 2.09VOCATIONAL 4762 640144 1.93 0.6 1.84

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3819 453595 1.97 0.7 1.95SUBURBAN 9786 1219967 2.96 0.6 1.97RURAL 5867 832331 1.97 0.6 1.95

S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
OIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

0.7 0.6 -0.0 -0.0

0.7 0.6 0.0* 0.1
0.7 0.6 -0.1* -0.1

0.7 0.7 -0.0 -0.1
0.7 0.6 -0.0* -0.1
0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.1

0.7 0.6 -0.0 -0.0
0.6 0.7 -0.0 -0.1
0.7 0.6 0.0 0.1
0.7 0.6 0.2 0.3
0.7 0,7 -0.0 -0.0
0.7 0.7 -0.1 -0.2
0.7 0.7 -0.0 -0.1

0.7 0.6 -0.0 -0.0
0.6 0.6 0.0 0.0
0.6 0.6 0.0 0.1

0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0
0.7 0.6 -0.0 -0.0
0.6 0.6 -0.0 -0.0
0.7 0.6 -0.0 -0.0

0.7 0.7 -0.1* -0.1
0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.1
0.7 0.7 -0.1* -0.1

0.7 0.7 -0.0 -0.0
0.7 0.6 -0.0 -0.0
0.7 0.6 -0.0 -0.0



APPENDIX E-109

DO OTHER SOPHOMORES IN YOUR SCHOOL SEE YOU AS POPULAR?
(1=NOT AT ALL; 3=VERY)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOP THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL 1982 SENIORS

POOLED 1982-1980 EFFECT

MEAN S.D. MEAN S.D. S.D. DIFFERENCE SIZE

*MAL 19583 2519037 1.95 0.5 2.00 0.6 0.5 0.1* 0.1

"MALE 9365 1227157 1.96 0.5 2.04 0.6 0.5 0.1* 0.2

FEMALE 10218 1291880 1.94 0.5 1.96 0.5 0.5 0.0 0.0

ES:
LOW 4269 516803 1.85 0.6 1.89 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.1

MIDDLE 9572 1272653 1.95 0.5 2.00 0.5 0.5 0.0* 0.1

HIGH 5240 671615 2.02 0.5 2.10 0.5 0.5 0.1* 0.1

RACE:
WHITE 14631 2013517 1.93 0.5 1.98 0.5 0.5 0.1* 0.1

BLACK 2339 287463 2.08 0.6 2.11 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.1

ASIAN-AMER/CAN 260 28012 1.86 0.5 1.90 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.1

AMER/CAN INDIAN 161 20670 1.88 0.6 2.02 0.6 0.6 0.1 0.2

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1252 84845 1.85 0.6 1.95 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2

PUERTO RICAN 224 21846 1.96 0.6 2.02 0.6 0.6 0.1 0.1

OTHER HISPANIC 686 59533 1.99 0.5 2.01 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.0

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 16871 2261699 1.94 0.5 1.99 0.6 0.5 0.1* 0.1

PRIVATE 625 73789 2.04 0.5 2.11 0.5 0.5 0.1 0.1

CATHOLIC 2087 183550 2.01 0.5 2.05 0.5 0.5 0.0 0.1

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4485 593211 1.98 0.5 2.03 0.5 0.5 0.1* 0.1

NORTH CENTRAL 5900 759028 1.94 0.5 1.98 0.5 0.5 0.0* 0.1

SOUTH 5918 782995 1.95 0.6 2.01 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.1

WEST 3280 383803 1.91 0.5 1.97 0.6 0.5 0.1* 0.1

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 6322 819590 1.93 0.5 1.96 0.6 O. 0.0 0.1

ACADEM/C 8346 1040936 1.99 0.5 2.08 0.5 0.5 0.1* 0.2

VOCAMNAL 4813 646018 1.90 0.5 1.93 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.0

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3843 456546 1.95 0.6 2.01 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.1

SUBURBAN 9838 1226262 1.95 0.5 1.99 0.5 0.5 0.0* 0.1

RURAL 5902 836229 1.95 0.5 2.00 0.5 0.5 0.0* 0.1

758



; Ai'PENDIX E- 110

DO OTHER SOPHOMORES IN YOUR SCHOOL SEE YOU AS ATHLETIC?
(1=NOT AT ALL; 3=VERY,

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPNOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
DIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 19608 2521906 1.84 0.7 1.74 0.7 0.7 -0.1* -0.1
SEX:

HALE 9365 1227149 1.99 0.7 1.92 0.7 0.7 -0.1* -0.1FEMALE 10243 1294757 1.70 0.7 1.57 0.7 0.7 -0.1* -Oa
SES:

LDW 4266 516590 1.71 0.7 1.41 0.7 0.7 -0.1* -0.1MIDDLE 9583 1274081 1.84 0.7 1.73 0.7 0.7 -0.1* -0.2HIGH 5258 673747 1.96 n.7 1.18 0.7 0.7 -0.1* -0.1
RACE:

WHITE 14675 2019338 1.83 0.7 !.7 0.7 0.7 -0.1* -0.1BLACK 2323 284809 1.94 0.8 1,sa 0.8 0.8 -0.1* -0.2ASIAN-AMERICAN 259 27962 1.82 0.7 1./t1 0.7 0.7 -0.1 -0.2AMERICAN INDIAN 159 20581 1.89 0.7 1,42 0.7 0.7 -0.1 -0.1MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1260 85638 1.80 0.7 1.-.1 0 7 0.7 -0.1 -0.1PUERTO RICAN 219 21164 1.82 0.7 1.67 0.7 0.7 -0.1 -0.2OTHER HISPANIC 683 59263 1.88 0.7 1.77 0.7 0.7 -0.1 -0.2
SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 1094 2264335 1.84 0.7 1.73 0.7 0.7 -0.1* -qaPRIVATE 627 73755 1.99 0.7 1.90 3.7 0.7 -0.1 -0.1CATHOLIC 2087 183815 1.88 0.7 1.79 t.7 0.7 -0.1* -0.1
GEOGRAPHIC REGION:

NORTHEAST 4499 595415 1.84 0.7 1.7C, 0.7 0.7 -0.1* -0.1NORTH CENTRAL 5916 761323 1.86 0.7 1.75 1.7 0.7 -0.1* -0.2SOUTH 5894 779072 1.81 0.7 1.70 0.7 0.7 -0.1* -0.2NEST 3299 386095 1.88 0.7 1.77 0.7 0.7 -0.1* -0.1
CURRICULUM:

GENERAL 6314 817695 1.82 0.7 1.71 0.7 0.7 -0.1* -0.2ACADEMIC 8389 1047277 1.93 0.7 1.86 0.7 0.7 -0.1* -0.1VOCATIONAL 4805 644663 1.73 0.7 1.60 0.7 0.7 -0.1* -0.2
COMMUNITY TYPE:

URBAN 3036 455645 1.81 0.7 1.71 0.7 0.7 -0.1* -0.1SUBURBAN 9861 1228497 1.85 0.7 1.75 0.7 0.7 -0.1*RURAL 5911 837763 1.85 0.7 1.74 0.7 0.7 -0.1* -0.2

759



APPENDIX E-111

DO OTHER SOPHOMORES IN YOUR SCHOOL SEE YOU AS PART OF THE LEADING CROWD?
(1=NOT AT ALL; 3aVERY)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
NHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

2982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
WIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZE

TOTAL 19493 2506169 1.80 0.7 1.81 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0

SEX:
MALE 9292 1217231 1.82 0.7 1.86 0.7 0.7 0.0* 0.1

FEMALE 10201 1288939 1.78 0.7 1.76 0.7 0.7 -0.0 -0.0

SES:
LON 4262 515830 1.71 0.7 1.68 0.7 0.7 -0.0 -0.0

MIDDLE 9530 1266617 1.79 0.6 1.80 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0

HIGH 5205 666170 1.89 0.7 1.95 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1

RACE:
WHITE 14595 2008144 1.81 0.7 1.82 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0

BLACK 2304 282848 1.75 0.7 1.80 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.1

ASIAN-AMERICAN 253 26999 1.65 0.6 1.75 0.7 0.6 0.1 0.2

AMERICAN INDIAN 160 20635 1.74 0.6 1.90 0.8 0.7 0.2 0.2

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1253 84629 1.77 0.7 1.77 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0

PUERTO RICAN 221 21381 1.75 0.7 1.75 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0

OTHER HISPANIC 678 58610 1.78 0.7 1.80 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC 16804 2251278 1.79 0.7 1.80 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0

PRIVATE 616 72393 1.94 0.7 1.99 0.7 0.7 0.1 0.1

CATHOLIC 2073 182498 1.32 0.7 1.86 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.1

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 4467 590356 1.79 0.7 1.78 0.7 0.7 -0.0 -0.0

NORTH CEWTRAL 5877 756751 1.79 0.7 1.80 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0

SOUTH 5871 775877 1.82 0.7 1.84 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0

NEST 3278 383185 1.76 0.7 1.82 0.7 0.7 0.1 0.1

CURRICULUM
GENERAL 6292 815079 1.80 0.7 1.77 0.7 0.7 -0.0 -0.0

ACADEMIC 8306 1035485 1.83 0.7 1.92 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1

VOCATIONAL 4796 643529 1.75 0.7 1.69 0.7 0.7 -0.1* -0.1

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3812 452344 1.75 0.7 1.78 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0

SUBURBAN 9781 1217634 1.79 0.7 1.81, 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0

RURAL 5900 836191 1.83 0.7 1.84 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0

76 0
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APPENDIX' E- 112

GOOD LUCK IS MORE IMPORTANT THAN HARD WORK FOR SUCCESS
(1=AGREE STRONGLY; 4=0/SAGREE STRONGLY)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES
NHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED
S.D.

1982-1980
OIFFERENCE

EFFECT
SIZETOTAL 17236 2221218 3.13 0.7 3.18 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1SEX:

HALE 7997 1047851 3.09 0.7 3.12 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.1
FEMALE 9239 1173367 3.17 0.7 3.24 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.1HES:
LOW 3574 429902 3.01 0.7 3.09 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1
MIDDLE 8486 1134328 3.13 0.7 3.19 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1
HIGH 4784 611623 3.23 0.6 3.25 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.0RACE:
WHITE 13062 1797677 3.18 0.7 3.21 0.6 0.6 0.0* 0.1
BLACK 1922 234807 2.92 0.8 3.04 0.8 0.8 0.1:. 0.1
AS/AN-AMERICAN 223 23938 3.10 0.6 3.23 0.7 0.7 0.1 0.2
AMERICAN INDIAN 132 16657 3.02 0.8 3.01 0.7 0.8 -0.0 -0.0MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1099 76099 2.89 0.8 3.02 0.7 0.8 0.1* 0.2
PUERTO RICAN 183 17674 2.79 0.7 3.03 0.8 0.8 0.2 0.3
OTHER HISPANIC 591 51799 2.97 0.8 3.05 0.7 0.7 0.1 0.1SCHOOL TYPE;
PUBLIC 14029 1990635 3.12 0.7 3.17 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1
PRIVATE 576 66336 3.19 0.6 3.23 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.1
CATHOLIC 1831 164247 3.23 0.6 3.26 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.0GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST 3941 522205 3.12 0.7 3.18 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1
NORTH CENTRAL 5218 674698 3.17 0.7 3.20 0.6 0.7 0.0 0.1
SOUTH 5148 678547 3.07 0.7 3.14 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1
WEST 2929 345767 3.19 0.1 3.24 0.6 0.7 0.0 0.1CURRICULUM:
GENERAL 5452 706119 3.06 0.7 3.12 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1
ACADEMIC 7586 950226 3.26 0.6 3.29 0.6 0.6 0.0* 0.1
VOCATIONAL 4123 555211 3.01 0.7 3.08 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN 3366 403006 3.10 0.7 3.15 0.7 0.7 0.1 0.1
SUBURBAN 8718 1087959 3.15 0.7 3.20 0.7 0.7 0.0* 0.1
RURAL 5152 730253 3.12 0.7 3.17 0.7 0.7 0 1* 0.1
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APPENDIX E -113

PLANNING ONLY MAKES A PERSON UNHAPPY, SINCE PLANS HARDLY EVER WORK OUT ANYWAY

(1:AGREE STRONGLY; 4=DISAGREE STRONGLY)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES

WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.

POOLED

S.D.

1982-1980

DIFFERENCE

EFFECT

SIZE

TOTAL 17138 2213770 3.03 0.8 3.06 0.7 0.7 0.01 0.0

SEX:

MALE 7945 1046281 2.97 0.8 3.00 .0.7 0.8 0.0 0.0

FEMALE 9193 1167489 3.08 0.8 3.12 0.7 0.7 0.0* 0.1

SES:

LOW 3539 431757 1.84 0.8 2.87 0.8 0.8 0.0 0.0

MIDDLE 8427 1123278 3.03 0.8 3.06 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0

HIGH 4809 617071 3.17 0.7 3.20 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0

RACE:

WHITE 13041 1797877 3.05 0.7 3.09 0.7 0.7 0.0* 0.0

BLACK 1891 231179 2.94 0.8 2.95 0.8 0.8 0.0 0.0

ASIAN-AMERICAN 221 24373 3.15 0.7 3.19 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.1

AMERICAN INDIAN 128 16681 2.70 0.8 2.81 0,8 0.8 0.1 0.1

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1068 72385 2.83 0.8 2.87 0.8 0.8 0.0 0.1

PUERTO RICAN 177 18029 2.75 0.8 2.83 0.8 0.8 0.1 0.1

OTHER HISPANIC 590 50965 2.89 0.8 2.96 0.8 0.8 0.1 0.1

SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 14734 1980857 3.02 0.8 3.05 0.7 0.8 0.0* 0.0

PRIVATE 572 68054 3.13 0.7 3.16 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0

CATHOLIC 1832 164859 3.09 0.7 3.12 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:

NORTHEAST 3931 522441 2.99 0.8 3.01 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0

NORTH CENTRAL 5191 672355 3.04 0.7 3.08 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.1

SOUTH 5091 671364 2.99 0.8 3.02 0.8 0.8 0.0 0.0

WEST 29E5 347609 3.13 0.7 3.19 0.7 0.7 0.1 0.1

CURRICULUM:

GENERAL 8450 705249 2.92 0.8 2.96 0.7 0.8 0.0 0.1

ACADEMIC 7562 949427 3.19 0.7 3.22 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0

VOCATIONAL 4078 550145 2.89 0.8 2.93 0.8 0.8 0.0 0.0

COMMUNITY TYPE:

URBAN 3302 395841 3.04 0.8 3.04 0.7 0.8 0.0 0.0

SUBURBAN 8670 1083470 3.05 0.7 3.09 0.7 0.7 0,0* 0.1

RURAL 5166 734459 2.99 03.8762 3.03 0.7 0.8 0.0 0.1



APPEN1iIi E-114

MAT HAPPENS TO ME IS MY ONH DOING
(1:DISAGREE STRONGLY; eitAGREE STRONGLY)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THoSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES

WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.O.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
pooLED

S.D.
1982-1980

DIFFERENcE
EFFECT

SIZETOTAL
16803 2168232 2.98 0.7 3.05 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1SEX:

MALE
7935 1043742 3.00 0.7 3.07 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1

FEMALE 8868 1124490 2.95 0.7 3.02 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1SES:

LON
3516 424509 2,95 0.7 3.00 0.7 0.7 0.1 0.1

MIDDLE 8319 1109742 2.97 0.7 3.04 0.6 0.7 0.1* 0.1
HIGH 4628 594737 3,01 0.7 3.09 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1RACE:

WHITE
12789 1762725 2.99 0., 3.06 0.6 0.7 0.1* 0.1

BLACK
1831 224693 2.89 0.8 2.95 0.8 0.8 0.1 0.1

ASIAN-AMERICAN 203 21717 3.08 0.7 3.07 0.7 0.7 -0.0 -0.0
AMERICAN INDIAN 129 16415 2.94 0.8 3.02 0.6 0.7 0.1 0.1
MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1063 72443 2.96 0.7 3.01 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.1
PUERTO RICAN 183 18245 2.97 0.7 2.92 0.7 0.7 -0,0 -0.1
OTHER HISPANIC 585 50031 3.04 0.7 3.09 0.7 0.7 0.1 0.1SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 14468 1945927 2.98 0.7 3.05 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1
PRIVATE 544 63263 2.91 0.7 3.09 0.7 0.7 0.2* 0.3
CATHOLIC 1791 159042 2.98 0.7 3.02 0.6 0.7 0.0 0.1GEOGRAPHIC REGION:

NORTHEAST 3920 523034 3.00 0.7 3.05 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1
NORTH CENTRAL 5047 652732 2.95 0.7 3.03 0.6 0.7 0.1* 0.1
SOUTH

4981 653535 2.95 0.7 3.01 0.7 0,7 0.1* 0.1

WEST
2855 338932 3.05 0.7 3.13 0.6 0.7 0.1* 0.1CURRICULUM:

GENERAL
5371 693841 2.98 0.7 3.02 0.6 0.7 0.0* 0.1

ACADEMIC 7341 922567 2.99 0.7 3.07 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1
VOCATIONAL 4019 542596 2.96 0.7 3.03 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1COMMUNITY TYPE:

URBAN
3243 388842 2.96 0.7 3.04 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1

SUBURBAN 8512 1063501 2.97 0.7 3.06 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1
RURAL

5048 715889 3.00 0.7 3.04 0.6 0.7 0.0 0.1
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APPENDIX E-115

WHEN I MAKE PLANS, I AM ALMOST CERTAIN I CAN MAKE THEM WORK

(1=0ISAGRZE STRONGLY; 4=AGREE STRONGLY)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR 1HOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES

NNO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.O.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.O.

POOLED

S.O.

1982-1980

DIFFERENCE

EFFEC1

SIZE

TOTAL 16882 2179569 2.93 0.6 3.03 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2

SEX:

NALE 7894 1040025 2.97 0.6 3.05 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.1

FEMALE 8988 1139544 2.89 0.6 3.01 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2

SDI
LON 3551 428766 2.87 0.6 2.99 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2

MIDDLE 8339 1114144 2.92 0.6 3.02 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2

HIGH 4625 594802 2.98 0.6 3.08 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2

RACE:

WHITE 12725 1757651 2.91 0.6 3.02 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2

BLACK 1958 238275 3.05 0.7 3.14 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.1

ASIAN-AMERICAN 205 22176 2.98 0.6 3.03 0.6 0.6 0.1 0.1

AMERICAN INDIAN 132 17539 2.82 0.7 3.01 0.7 0.7 0.2 0.3

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1058 71881 2.91 0.6 3.02 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2

PUERTO R/CAN 192 19037 2.92 0.6 3.07 0.7 0.6 0.1 0.2

OTHER HISPANIC 591 50711 2.98 0.6 3.02 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.1

SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 14546 1954796 2.92 0.6 3.03 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2

PRIVATE 533 63597 2.96 0.5 3.06 0.6 0.6 0.1 0.t

CATHOLIC 1803 161176 2.95 0.6 3.03 0.5 0.6 0.1*
a

0.1

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:

NORTHEAST 3946 525623 2.93 0.6 3.00 0.6 0.6 0.1* 01.

NORTH CENTRAL 5056 653268 2.90 0.6 3.01 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2

SOUTH 5020 660595 2.94 0.6 3.05 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0,2

NEST 2860 340082 2.96 0.6 3.0t 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0,2

CURRICULUM:

GENERAL 5369 695880 2.90 0.6 2.99 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2

ACADEMIC 7373 927678 2.96 0.6 3.07 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2

VOCATIONAL

artuitn' TYPE:

4074 547486 2.90 0.6 3.02 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0,2

URBAN 3319 396547 2.95 0.6 3 07 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2

SUBURBAN 8555 1069611 2.94 0.6 3.04 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2

RURAL 5008 713411 2.90 0.6764 3.00 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.2



APPENDIX E-116

EVERY TIME I TRY TO GET AHEAD, SOMETHING OR SOMEBODY STOPS ME
)17:AGREE STRONGLY; 4:DISAGREE STRONGLY)

LONGITUDINAL COMPARISONS FOR THOSE STILL IN SCHOOL IN 1982

SAMPLE WEIGHTED 1980 SOPHOMORES

WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

MEAN S.D.

1982 SENIORS

MEAN S.D.
POOLED

S.D.
1982-1980

DIFFERENCE
EFFECT

SIZETOTAL
16292 2104400 2.79 0.7 2.86 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1SEX:

MALE
7612 1002945 2.75 0.7 2.82 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1

FEMALE 8680 1101455 2.83 0.7 2.90 0.7 0.1 0.1* 0.1SES:

LOW
3389 408220 2.63 0.7 2.67 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0

MIDDLE 8032 1074669 2.78 0.7 2.04 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1
HIGH 4521 581862 2.94 0.6 3.02 0.6 0.6 0.1% 0.1RACE:

WHITE
12315 1699683 2.81 0.7 2.89 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1

BLACK
1869 228929 2.70 0.8 2.76 0.8 0.8 0.1 0.1

ASIAN-AMERICAN 208 23147 2.74 0.7 2.92 0.7 0.7 0.2 0.3
AMERICAN INDIAN 123 15873 2.52 0.8 2.61 0.7 0.7 0.1 0.1 ,

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1006 68704 2.66 0.7 2.78 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.2
PUERTO RICAN 173 17221 2.59 0.8 2.78 0.8 0.8. 0.2 0.2
OTHER HISPANIC 581 48966 2.76 0.7 2.85 0.7 0.7 0.1 0.1

SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 14050 1889291 2.78 0.7 2.85 - 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1
PRIVATE 524 61770 2.98 0.6 3.01 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.0
CATHOLIC 1718 153338 2.90 0.7 2.97 0.6 0.6 0.1 0.1

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:

NORTHEAST 3770 501916 2.83 0.7 2.90 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1
NORTH CENTRAL 4898 633837 2.78 0.7 2.87 0.6 0.7 0.1* 0.1
SOUTH

4846 638536 2.73 0.7 2.78 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1
WEST 2778 330111 2.86 0.7 2.96 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.2

CURRICULUM:

GENERAL 5175 672942 2.70 0.7 2.77 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1
ACADEMIC 7144 897084 2.93 0.6 3.00 0.6 0.6 0.1* 0.1
VOCATIONAL 3908 526198 2.67 0.7 2.74 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1

COMMUNITY TYPE:

URBAN 3187 381663 2.00 0.7 2.87 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1
SUBURBAN 8268 1035027 2.82 0.7 2.90 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0,1
RURAL 4837 687711 2.74 0.7 2.82 0.7 0.7 0.1* 0.1
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APPENDIX E-117

MATHEMATICS COURSES WILL BE USEFUL IN MY FUTURE

(PERCENT CHECKED)

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980

SAM

ALL SOPHOMORES

WTO

N PERCENT

SOPHOMORES

WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

UNTIL SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP 1470

N N PERCENT

SOPHOMORES

WHO DROPPED OUT

BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP NTD

N N PERCENT

DROPOUTS

MINUS

STAYERS

TOTAL 25188 3312 59.4 22773 2798 61.0 2415 515 50.8 -10.2*

SEX:

MALE 12484 1671 60.8 11227 1396 62.6 1257 276 52.0 -10.6*

FEMALE 12704 1641 57.9 11546 1402 59.3 1158 239 49.4 -9.9*

SES:

LOW 6120 787 54.8 5143 593 56.0 977 193 51.0 -5.0

MIDDLE 12821 1590 59.6 10887 1383 61.1 934 207 49.8 -11.3*

HIGH 6166 791 65.4 5923 730 66.0 243 61 58.0 4.0

RACE:

WHITE 17920 2529 60.2 16502 2180 61.6 1418 350 51.2 -10.4*

BLACK 3412 435 56.2 2989 352 58.6 423 83 46.1 -12.5*

AS/AN-AMERICAN 328 35 69.1 311 32 72.4 17 2 25.8 -46.7*

AMERICAN INDIAN 260 34 56.8 202 24 56.5 58 9 57.5 1.0

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1920 145 55.7 1635 109 55.9 285 36 55.0 -0.9

PUERTO RICAN 334 36 50.4 262 25 54.4 72 11 41.6 -12.8

OTHER HISPANIC 918 85 59.6 798 67 60.5 120 18 56.5 -4.0

SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 22098 3017 59.1 19777 2524 60.7 2321 493 51.0 -9.7*

PRIVATE 724 93 56.8 694 79 57.8 30 14 51.4 -6.3

CATHOLIC 2366 202 64.9 2302 194 66.0 64 8 38.1 -28.0*

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:

NORTHEAST 5435 723 59.0 5034 638 59.8 401 85 52.4 -7.4

NORTH CENTRAL 7322 948 59.4 6736 824 61.3 586 123 47.0 -14.3*

SOUTH 8008 1101 58.9 7042 894 60.7 966 207 50.9 -9.9*

NEST 4423 541 60.8 3961 442 62.4 462 99 53.8 -8.6*

CURRICULUM:

GENERAL 11076 1492 56.4 9800 1215 58.0 2276 277 49.6

ACADEMIC 8584 1056 66.6 8295 992 67.1 289 64 57.8 -9.4*

VOCATIONAL 4994 695 56.0 4255 542 57.2 739 152 51.9 -5.3

COMMUNITY TYPE:

URBAN 5419 676 57.9 4711 533 59.4 708 143 52.3 -7.2*

SUBURBAN 12378 1577 60.8 11391 1363 62.3 987 214 51.1 -11.2*

RURAL 7391 1059 58.2 6671 901 59.9 720 158 49.0 -10.9*

NOTE: (RIGHTED h IS IN THOUSANDS

766



APPENDIX E-118

ENGLISH OR LITERATLRE
COURSES RILL BE USEFUL IN MY FUTURE

(PERCENT CHECKED)

ALL SOPHOHOOES

ALL SOPHOHORES4980

SOPHOMORES
SOPHOHORES

WHO STAYED /N SCHOOL
WHO DROPPED OUT

UNTIL SEN/CM FOLLOW'
BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAM NTO

N PERCENT
SAPP

N
WTO

N PERCENT
SHIP

N
WTO

N PERCENT

DROPOUTS

MINUS

STAYERSTOTAL 25188 3312 56.0 22773 2798 57.4 2415 515 48.6 -8.8*SEX:

HALE 12484 1671 54.1 11227 1396 55.3 1257 276 48.0 -7.3*
FEMALE 12704 1641 58.0 11546 1402 59.5 1158 239 49.4 -10.1*SES:

LOW 6120 787 53.0 5143 593 54.6 977 193 47.9 -6.8*
MIDDLE 11821 1590 56.1 10807 1383 57.0 934 207 49.5 -7.5*
HIGH 6166 791 60.5 5923 730 61.7 243 61 45.3 -16.5*RACE:

WHITE 17920 2529 56.4 16502 2180 57.7 1418 350 48.6 -9.1*
BLACK 3412 435 53.0 2989 352 55.1 423 83 44.3 -10.8*
ASIAN-AMERICAN 328 35 69.5 311 32 70.4 17 2 57.4 -13.0
AMERICAN INDIAN 260 34 49.8 202 24 52.1 58 9 43.5 -8.6
MEXICAN-AHERICAN 1920 145 54.4 1635 109 55.9 285 36 49.7 -6.2
PUERTO RICAN 334 36 54.1 26'. 25 55.3 72 11 51.5 -3.8
OTHER HISPANIC 918 OS 58.1 798 67 57.6 120 18 59.7 2.1SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 22098 3017 55.9 19777 2524 57.4 2321 493 48.5 4.9*
PRIVATE 724 93 60.3 694 79 62.4 30 V. 48.1 -14.3
CATHOLIC 2366 202 55.7 2302 194 55.5 64 a 60.3 4.8GEOGRAPHIC REGION:

NORTHEAST 5435 723 54.7 5034 638 55.2 401 85 51.5 -3.7
NORTH CENTRAL 7322 948 56.7 6736 824 58.4 586 123 45.6 -12.8*
SOUTH 8008 1101 54.4 7042 894 56.2 966 207 46.6 -9.6*
NEST 4423 541 59.8 3961 40. 61.0 462 99 54.2 -6.9CURRICULUM:

GENERAL 11076 1492 54.4 9800 1215 55.5 1276 277 49.2 -6.4*
ACADEMIC 8584 1056 61.7 8295 992 62.4 289 64 51.8 -10.6*
VOCATIONAL 4994 695 52.1 4255 542 53.3 739 152 47.9 -5.4COMMUNITY TYPE:

URBAN 5419 676 56.2 4711 533 57.6 708 143 51.2 -6.4*
SUBURBAN 12378 1577 55.8 11391 1363 57.2 987 214 46.6 -10.7*
RURAL 7391 1059 56.2 6671 901 57.5 720 118 49.1 -8.4*

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANOS
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APPENDIX E-I19

BUSINESS, OFFICE, OR SALES COURSES WILL BE USEFUL IN NY FUTURE

(PERCENT CHECKED)

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980

SAMP

ALL SOPHOMORE()

WID

N PERCENT

SOPHOMORES

WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

UNTIL SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP NTD

N N PERCENT

SOPHOMORES

NHO DROPPED OUT

BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAM NT°

N N PERCENT

DROPOUTS

MINUS

STAYERS

TOTAL 25188 3312 25.4 22773 2798 25.7 2415 515 24.0 -1.8

SEX:

MALE 12484 1671 16.3 11227 1396 16.4 1257 276 15.4 -1.0

FEMALE 12704 1641 34.8 11546 1402 35.0 1158 239 33.8 -1.2

SES:

LON 6120 787 24.6 5143 593 25.9 977 193 20.6 -5.3*

MIDDLE 11821 1590 27.6 10887 1383 27.9 934 207 25.6 -2.3

HIGH 6166 791 22.5 5923 730 22.2 243 61 25.0 2.7

RACE:

WHITE 17920 2529 26.6 16502 2180 26.8 1418 350 25.9 -0.9

BLACK 3412 435 20.8 2989 352 21.5 423 83 17.7 -3.8

AS/AN-AMERICAN 328 35 22.3 311 32 20.3 17 2 49.0 28.7

AMERICAN IND/AN 260 34 28.5 202 24 28.3 se 9 29.1 0.7

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1920 145 22.8 105 109 22.4 285 36 23.8 1.4

PUERTO RICAN 334 36 13.8 262 25 13.9 72 Il 13.6 -0.4

OTHER HISPANIC 918 85 21.8 798 67 24.6 120 18 11.3 -13.40

SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 22098 3017 26.3 19777 2524 26.8 2321 493 23.9 -2.8

PRIVATE 724 93 19.1 694 "0 19.3 30 14 17.9 -1.4

CATHOLIC 2366 202 15.8 2302 194 14.9 64 8 373 22.7*

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:

NORTHEAST 5435 723 21.8 5034 638 21.3 401 as 25.1 3.8

NORTH CENTRAL 7322 948 31.0 6736 824 31.1 586 123 30.5 -0.6

SOUTH 8008 1101 23.1 7042 894 24.0 966 207 19.5 -4.4

NEST 4423 541 25.2 3961 442 25.5 462 99 24.0 -1.5

CUPRICULUM:

GENERAL 11076 1492 26.0 9800 1215 26.2 1276 277 25.4 -0.8

ACADEMIC 884 1056 21.5 8295 992 21.7 289 64 18.1 -3.6

VOCATIONAL 4994 695 30.7 4255 542 32.6 739 152 24.0

COMITY TYPE:
URBAN 5419 676 22.2 4711 533 21.9 708 143 23.4 1.5

SUBURBAN 12378 1577 25.4 11391 1363 25.5 987 214 24.2 -1.3

RURAL 7391 1059 27.6 6671 901 28.2 720 158 24.1 -4.1

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANOS
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APPENDIX E- 120

TRADE OR INDUSTRY
COURSES MILL BE USEFUL IN my FUTURE
(PERCENT CHECKED)

ALL SOPHOMORES

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980

SOPHOMORES
SOPHOMORES

NHO STAYED IN SCHOOL
WHO DROPPED OUT

UNTIL SENIOR FOLLOWUP BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP
SAM WID

N PERCENT
SAM
N

NTD

N PERCENT
SAMP

N
RID

*N PERCENT

DROPOUTS

MINUS

STAYERSTOTAL
25188 3312 13.2 22773 2798 12.6 2415 515 16.1 3.5*SEX:

MALE
12484 1671 21.9 11227 1396 21.3 1257 276 24.5 3.1

FEMALE 12704 1641 4.3 11546 1402 4.0 1158 239 6.5 2.5*SES:

LOW
6120 787 13.4 5143 593 13.0 977 193 14.8 1.8

MIDDLE 11821 1590 14.6 10887 1383 14.2 934 207 17.5 3.3

HIGH
6166 791 9.8 5923 730 9.3 243 61 15.3 6.0*RACE:

WHITE 17920 2529 13.3 16502 2180 12.8 1418 350 16.0 3.1*

BLACK 3412 435 12.6 2989 352 12.0 423 83 15.4 3.4
ASIAN-AMERICAN 328 35 7.5 311 32 6.5 17 2 20.8 14.3
AMERICAN INDIAN 260 34 21.4 202 24 21.4 58 9 21.6 0.2
1IEXICAN-AMERICAN 1920 145 13.1 1635 109 11.5 285 36 18.0 6.4
PUERTO RICAN 334 36 10.8 262 25 9.8 72 11 12.9 3.1
OTHER HISPANIC 918 85 13.0 798 67 12.9 120 18 13.3 0.5SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 22098 3017 14.2 19777 2524 13.7 2321 493 16.5 2.7*
PRIVATE 724 93 4.6 694 79 3.5 30 14 10.6 7.0
CATHOLIC 2366 202 2.5 2302 194 2.4 64 a 4.3 1.9GEOGRAPHIC REGION:

NORTHEAST 5435 723 14.4 5034 43 13.3 401 85 23.0 9.7*
NORTH CENTRAL 7322 948 15.0 6736 824 15.0 586 123 15.1 0.1

SOUTH aooa 1101 10.6 7042 894 10.2 966 207 12.3 2.2

WEST 4423 541 13.6 3961 442 12.3 462 99 19,3 7.0*CURRICULUM:

GENERAL 11076 1492 13.3 9800 1215 12.9 1276 277 14.7 1.8

ACADEMIC 8584 1056 6.7 8295 992 6.6 289 64 7.7 1.1
VOCATIONAL 4994 695 22.9 4255 542 23.0 739 152 22.6 -0.4COMMUNITY TYPE:

URBAN 5419 676 13.0 4711 533 12.2 708 143 16.0 3.8
SUBURBAN 12378 1577 12.5 11391 1363 12.1 987 214 15.5 3.5*

RURAL
7391 1059 14.3 6671 901 13.8 720 158 17.0 3.2

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSAMIS
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TOTAL

SEX:
HALE
FEMALE

SES:
LOW
MIDDLE
HIGH

RACE:
WHITE
BLACK
ASIAN-AMERICAN
AMERICAN INDIAN
MEXICAN-AMERICAN
PUERTO RICAN
OTHER HISPANIC

SCHOOL TYPE:
PUBLIC
PRIVATE
CATHOLIC

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
NORTHEAST
NORTH CENTRAL
SOUTH
WEST

CURRICULUM:
GENERAL
ACADEMIC
VOCATIONAL

COMMUNITY TYPE:
URBAN
SUBURBAN
RURAL

APPENDIX E- 21

ENGLISH OR LITERATURE COURSES WERE INTERESTING TO HE
(PERCENT CHECKED)

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980

SAMP
N

ALL SOPHOMORES

WTO
N PERCENT

SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

UNTIL SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP WTD
N N PERCENT

SOPHOMORES
WHO DROPPED OUT

BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP WTO
N N PERCENT

DROPOUTS
MINUS
STAYERS

maa 331R 32.4 22773 2798 32.3 2415 515 33.0 0.7

12484 1671 29.2 11227 1396 28.4 1257 276 32.9 4.5*

12704 1641 35.7 11546 1402 36.1 1158 239 33.2 -2.9

6120 787 32.2 5143 593 32.1 977 193 32.7 0.7

11821 1590 31.3 10887 1383 30.8 934 207 34.2 3.3

6166 791 34.9 5923 730 35.0 243 61 34.2 -0,8

17920 2529 32.4 16502 2180 32.3 1418 350 33.0 0.7

3412 435 32.7 2989 352 32.3 423 83 34.3 2.0

328 35 30.1 311 32 30.5 17 2 26.1 -4.4

260 34 33.9 202 24 33.4 58 9 35.1 1.7

1920 145 32.7 1635 109 32.0 285 36 34.8 2.9

334 36 31.0 262 25 34.1 72 11 24.1 -10.0

918 85 30.3 798 67 31.2 120 la 27.0 -4.2

22098 3017 32.0 19777 2524 31.7 2321 493 33.5 1.8

724 93 36.4 694 79 40.3 30 14 13.9 -26.4

2366 202 36.4 2302 194 36.4 64 a 36.7 0.3

5435 723 31.3 5034 638 31.7 401 85 28.4 -3.2

7322 948 33.4 6736 824 32.8 586 123 37.4 4.6

8008 1101 32.5 7042 894 32.6 966 207 32.3 -0.3

4423 541 32.0 3961 442 31.7 462 99 33.0 1.3

11076 1492 31.2 9800 1215 30.7 1276 277 33.9 3.2

8584 1056 35.5 8295 992 35.8 289 64 30.9 -4.9

4994 695 30.7 4255 542 29.9 739 152 33.5 3.6

5419 676 33.3 4711 533 33.6 708 143 32.5 -1.1

12378 1577 32.3 11391 1363 32.3 987 214 31.9 -0.5

7391 1059 32.0 6671 901 31.5 720 158 35.1 3.7

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IN THOUSANDS
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APPENDIX E. 122

MATHEMATICS COURSES WERE INTERESTING TO ME
(PERCENT CHECKED)

ALL SOPHOMORES

ALL SOPHOMORES-1980

SOPHOMORES
SOPHOMORESWHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

WHO DROPPED OUTUNTIL SENIOR FOLLOWUP
BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUPSAMP WTO

N PERCENT
SAMP

N
WTO

N PERCENT
SAMP

N
LOD

N PERCENT

OROPOUTS

MINUS

STAYERSTOTAL
tslaa 3312 32.0 22773 2798 32.8 2415 515 27.8SEX:

MALE
12484 1671 31.6 11227 1396 32.5 1257 276 26.8 -5.7*

FEMALE
12704 1641 32.5 11546 1402 33.1 1158 239 28.9 -4.2SES:

LOW
6120 787 29.5 5143 593 30.0 977 193 27.9 -2.1

MIDDLE
11821 1590 31.8 10887 1383 32.6 934 207 26.9 -5.7*

HIGH
6166 791 35.1 5923 730 35.7 243 61 28.1 -7.5RACE:

WHITE
17920 2529 32.4 16502 2180 33.2 1418 350 28.0 -5.1*

BLACK
3412 435 30.4 2989 352 30.8 423 83 28.8 -2.0

ASIAWAMERICAN 328 35 36.7 311 32 38.6 17 2 11.4 -27.2

AMERICAN INDIAN 260 34 32.7 202 24 35.4 58 9 25.6 -9.8

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1920 145 29.9 1635 109 31.5 285 36 25.0 -6.6

PUERTO RICAN 334 36 35. 262 25 37.8 72 11 31.5 -6.3

OTHER HISPANIC 918 85 29.0
7,:. 67 29.9 120 18 25.7 -4.2SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC
22098 3017 31.5 19777 2524 32.1 2321 493 28.1 -4.0*

PRIVATE 724 93 36.0 694 79 39.4 30 14 16.1 -23.3

CATHOLIC 2366 202 38.7 2302 194 39.1 64 a 29.8 -9.3GEOGRAPHIC REGION:

NORTHEAST 5435 723 32.8 5034 638 33.0 401 85 30.7 -2.4

NORTH CENTRAL 7322 948 33.7 6736 824 34.6 586 123 27.6 -7.0*

SOUTH
8008 1101 31.0 7042 894 32.0 966 207 26.7

NEST
4423 541 30.3 3961 442 30.9 462 99 27.8 -3.1CURRICULUM:

GENERAL 11076 1492 29.8 9800 1215 30.0 1276 277 29.0 -1.0

ACAOEMIC 8584. 1056 39.1 8295 992 39.4 289 64 34.4 -5.0

VOCATIONAL 4994 695 26.7 4255 542 27.9 739 152 22.6 -5.3COMMUNITY TYPE:

URBAN 5419 676 31.9 4711 533 32.3 708 143 30.2 -2.1

SUBURBAN 12378 1577 31.6 11391 1363 32.7 987 214 25,0 -7.7*

RURAL
7391 1059 32.8 6671 901 33.4 720 158 29.5 -3.9

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS /N THOUSANDS
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APPENDIX E-123

BUSINESS, OFFICE, OR SALES COURSES WERE INTERESTING TO ME

(PERCENT CHECKEN

ALL SOPHOHORES-1980

SAMP

ALL SOPHONORES

WTO

N PERCENT

SOPHOMORES

WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

UNT/L SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAM WID

N N PERCENT

SOPHOMORES

WHO DROPPED OUT

BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAHP WTD

N N PERCENT

DROPOUTS

MINUS

STAYERS

TOTAL 25188 3312 14.2 22773 2798 14.4 2415 515 13.1 -1.3

SEX:

MALE 12484 1671 9.4 11227 1396 9.2 1257 276 10.6 1.4

FEMALE 12704 1641 19.1 11544 1402 19.6 1158 239 16.0 -3.6

SES:

LOW 6120 -; ' 14.6 5143 593 15.1 977 193 12.9 -2.3

MIDDLE 11821 15 .. 15.7 10887 1383 15.9 934 207 14.7 -1.2

HIGH 6166 791 11.2 5923 730 11.3 243 61 10.8 -0.5

RACE:

WHITE 17920 2529 14.5 16502 2180 14.7 1418 350 12.9 -1.8

BLACK 3412 435 12.8 2989 352 13.4 423 83 10.5 -2.9

ASIAN-AMERICAN 328 35 1e.7 311 32 9.7 17 2 24.7 15.0

AMERICAN INDIAN 260 34 14.3 202 24 12.9 58 9 18.0 5.1

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1)20 145 13.1 1635 109 13.2 285 36 12.5 -0.7

PUERTO RICAN 334 36 15.2 262 25 12.6 72 11 20.8 8.2

OTHER HISPANIC 918 85 14.6 798 67 13.8 120 18 17.7 3.9

SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC 22098 3017 14.8 19777 2524 15.1 2321 493 13.2 -1.9

PRIVATE 724 93 9.0 694 79 8.8 30 14 10.4 1.6

CATHOLIC 2366 202 8.0 2302 194 7.7 64 a 14.6 6.9

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:

NORTHEAST 5435 723 11.9 5034 638 11.4 401 85 15.7 4.3

NORTH CENTRAL 7322 948 17.2 6736 924 17.5 586 123 15.1 -2,4

SOUTH 8008 1101 13.3 7042 894 13.6 966 207 12.2 -1.4

WEST 4423 541 14.0 3961 442 14.8 462 99 10.5 -4.3

CURRICULUM:

GENERAL 11076 1492 14.2 9800 1215 14.6 1276 277 12.5 -2.1

ACADEMIC 8584 1056 11.8 8295 992 11.5 289 64 15.7 4.1

VOCATIONAL 4994 695 18.2 4255 542 19.4 739 152 14.0 -5.5*

COMMUNITY TYPE:

URBAN 5419 676 13.1 4711 533 12.8 708 143 14.2 1.4

SUBURBAN 12378 1577 13.5 11391 1363 13.7 987 214 11.8 -1.9

RURAL 7391 1059 16.0 6671 901 16.4 720 158 13.9 -2.4

NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANDS 772



APPENDIX E-124

TRADE OR
IN3USTRY COURSES

WERE INTERESTING TO HE
(PERCENT CHECKED)

ALL
SOPHOMORES-1980

ALL SOPHOMORES

SAMP NTD

N PERCENT

SOPHOMORES
WHO STAYED IN SCHOOL

UNTIL SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP WTO
N N PERCENT

SOPHOMORES
WHO DROPPED OUT

BEFORE SENIOR FOLLOWUP

SAMP WTO
H N PERCENT

DROPOUTS
MINUS

STAYERS
TOTAL

25188 3312 10.8 22773 2798 10.4 2415 515 13.0 2.6*
SEX:

MALE
12484 1671 17.0 11227 1396 16.7 1257 276 18.7 2.0

FEMALE
12704 1641 4.4 11546 1402 4.1 1158 239 6.5 2.4*

SES:

LOW
6120 70 10.6 5143 593 10.7 977 193 9.9 -0.8

MIDDLE
11821 1590 11.5 10887 1383 11.0 934 207 15.3 4.3*

HIGH
6166 791 9.3 5923 730 8.9 243 61 13.9 5.0

RACE:

WHITE
17920 2529 11.0 16502 2180 10.6 1418 350 13.9 3.3*

BLACK
3412 435 9.3 2989 352 9.2 421 83 9.8 0.6

ASIAN-AMER/CAN 328 35 4.1 311 32 4.3 17 2 1.2 -3.2

AMERICAN INDIAN 260 34 14.9 202 24 14.5 58 9 15.7 1.2

MEXICAN-AMERICAN 1920 145 10.0 1635 109 9.9 285 36 10.4 0.5

PUERTO RICAN
334 36 11.8 262 25 12.2 72 11 10.9 -1.3

OTHER HISPANIC
918 85 10.3 798 67 10.6 120 18 9.3 -1.3

SCHOOL TYPE:

PUBLIC
22098 3017 11.6 19777 2524 11.3 2321 493 13.4 2.1

PRIVATE
724 93 4.6 694 79 4.8 30 14 3.0 -1.8

CATHOLIC
2366 202 1.3 2302 194 1.1 64 a 8.1 7.0*

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:

NORTHEAST
5435 723 10.6 5034 638 9.7 401 85 17.7 8.0*

NORTH CENTRAL
7322 948 12.7 6736 824 12.8 586 123 12.7 -0.1

SOUTH
8008 1101 8.6 7042 894 8.1 966 207 10.5 2.3

NEST
4423 541 12.0 3961 442 11.4 462 99 14.8 3.4

CURRICULUM:

GENERAL
11076 1492 10.7 9800 1215 10.3 1276 277 12.6 2.3

ACADEMIC
8584 1056 7.1 8295 992 7.1 289 64 7.9 0.8

VOCATIONAL 4994 695 16.5 4255 542 16.7 739 152 16.0 -0.7
COMMUNITY TYPE:

URBAN
5419 676 10.1 4711 533 9.6 708 141 12.0 2.4

SUBURBAN
12378 1577 10.3 11391 1363 9.9 987 214 13.2 3.3*

RUM.
7391 1059 11.9 6671 901 11.6 720 158 13.7 2.1NOTE: WEIGHTED N IS IN THOUSANDS
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